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The Supreme Court of Kentucky has recently affirmed 
a verdict of $700 as not excessive damages for kissing a 
woman against her will. 





























In speaking of divorces, we are prone to refer to the 
courts of several of the Western States as being special- 
ists in that particular branch of the law, and yet if a recent 
statement we have heard is true, proud Oklahoma must 
veil her face and depart vanquished from the field. Re- 
versing the axiom, we might almost be tempted to say 
that eastward the Star of Empire takes its way. The 
foregoing is caused by the assertion made by a con- 
temporary that in four hours recently a Paris court grant- 
ed 294 divorces, a little over a divorce a minute. All the 
parties received State assistance in their cases, so that 
their divorces cost them nothing. 





Judge Bond seems to be conducting an eventful ses- 
sion of the Superior Court in Boston. He has fined an 
editor for contempt, arrested a witness for perjury and 
dismissed two juries all in one trial. 





A recent act passed by the Legislature of Minnesota 
is designed to prohibit the practice of boycotting in any 
of its forms. It is made unlawful to print or circulate 
any cards, stickers or dodgers, or to advertise in any 
way that a boycott exists or is contemplted. The penalty 
is a fine or imprisonment. 





A member of the Texas Judiciary has lately enjoined 
one man from making love to the wife of another. 





An excellent illustration of the application of the refer- 
endum is found in Switzerland, where if 30,000 citizens 
request it a law which is of general application must be 
submitted to the people for their approval by a majority 
vote. This system was first adopted in 1874. The records 
show that up to 1895 twenty laws were submitted to the 
people, of which the latter passed fourteen. 





It is worthy of note that in a recent volume of the 
American Practice Reports, two cases are reported which 
were decided by the Supreme Court of the Hawaiian Isl- 
ands. But a few years more and attorneys will be citing 
decisions of the Supreme Court of Santiago Province, the 
Court of Appeals of Puerto Rico and the Municipal Court 
of Manila. But isn’t it enough to cause a shudder when 
one remembers the car loads of reports with which the 
profession is overwhelmed at the present moment to think 
that new sources of supply are to be opened? 





The words of Gov. Roosevelt in his inaugural address 
to the Legislature are worthy of preservation. Speaking 
of special legislation, he said: “I direct your attention to 
the custom of the British Parliament, which puts upon 
the would-be beneficiary the cost of all private and special 
legislation and wisely makes it difficult to obtain it at all, 
and impossible to obtain it without full advertisement and 
discussion. No special law should be passed where pass- 
ing a general law will serve the purpose.” 





The attention of New York-attorneys is directed to the 


following, for which we are indebted to the Albany Law 
Journal: 
NOTICE. 


Court of Appeals, 
Clerk’s Office. 

Counsel residing in New York city and its vicinity 
who are to argue causes in the Court of Appeals should 
send their house addresses and the calendar numbers of 
the causes which they are to argue to the clerk of that 
court. The calendar for the succeeding day is not made 
until 6 o’clock in the evening, at which hour counsel have 
presumably left their offices. W.H. Shankland, Clerk. 





According to statistics, the legal executions for the 
year 1898 amounted to 109, as compared to 128 in 1897, 
122 in 1896, 132 in 1895, 132 in 1894, 126 in 1893, and 
107 in 1892. These were credited to the following States 
and Territories: Louisiana, 10; Arkansas, 6; Alabama, 
3; Mississippi, 6; Tennessee, 2; Missouri, 5; Florida, 1; 
Maryland, 1; Massachusetts, 3; Oregon, 2; Minnesota, 2; 
Connecticut, 1; Ohio, 2; Georgia, 8; Virginia, 8; South 
Carolina, 4; Texas, 10; North Carolina, 2; Indian Terri- 
tory, 2; Kentucky, 3; California, 10; New York, 3; IIli- 
nois, 6; Washington, 1; Pennsylvania, 7; New Jersey, I. 
For the same year the total number of lynchings was 127, 
divided as follows: Arkansas, 17; South Carolina, 14; 
Georgia, 12; Missouri, 6; Kentucky, 6; Louisiana, 10; 
Texas, 3; Maryland, 2; Oklahoma, 1; Washington, 1; 
Wyoming, 8; Illinois, 1; Indiana, 1; Mississippi, 15; In- 
dian Territory, 8; New Mexico, 1; Alabama, 12; North 
Carolina, 4; Tennessee, 6; Virginia, 4; West Virginia, 1; 
Florida, 1; Alaska, 1; Kansas, 1; Montana, 1. Of this 


total 102 were negroes, 23 were whites and 2 were In- 
dians. 








THE TRUST QUESTION AGAIN. 





We publish in this number an excellent article by 
Frederick H. Cooke, Esq., of the New York City Bar, 
upon trusts and anti-trust legislation. As Mr. Cooke 
very justly observes, the term “trust” is somewhat 
of a misnomer when used in speaking of the vast aggre- 
gations of corporate capital, which are the subject 
of complaint at the present time. Probably only one of 
these, the Standard Oil Company, really exists in the 
shape of an actual trust, the remainder being nothing more 
than corporations, usuallly highly capitalized, which are 
the leaders in their particular branch of commerce or in- 
dustry. That many of the evils which, it is claimed, 
result from them are either wholly imaginary or else 
are attributable to other causes, has been often proven. 
The unthinking mind forgets that the motto of Belgium, 
“Union fait la force,” applies as well to business enter- 
prises as to political affairs. To listen to the average 
declaimer against trusts one would imagine them to be 
almost the engines of government employed by a clique 
of commercial patricians rather than a mere form of con- 
ducting commercial affairs oe oe by the mercantile 
community, which effectuates the transaction of busi- 
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ness im a more expeditious way, and at a lower cost 
than has hitherto been possible. The charge is made very 
frequently that the trust has stifled competition and raised 
prices, yet the Standard Oil combination has caused a 
reduction in the price of oil from 50c. to 7c. per gallon. 
It is claimed that the trust has reduced wages, yet in some 
instances wages have been raised over 20 per cent. The 
more enlightened of the working class seem to be grad- 
ually coming to a realization of the fact that trusts are, as 
a general rule, beneficial in their nature. In a recent speech 
before the Nineteenth Century Club, Eugene Debs, the 
Chicago labor leader, stated that he welcomed their com- 
ing. In the words of a Pennsylvania judge in a recent 
case, the “combination of capital for purposes of com- 
merce or to carry on any other branch of industry, al- 
though it may in its consequences indirectly operate on 
third persons, is a common means in the ordinary course 
of human affairs which stimulates to competition and en- 
ables men to engage in undertakings too weighty for an 
individual.” But whether in favor of the trust or not, 
two things we must admit. The first, the absolute cru- 
dity and absurdity of the attempts that are being made 
to render it illegal. There is not a single act which 
has been drawn, so far as we have been able to discover, 
that has not either failed to accomplish its purposes or 
else has, although destroying the trusts—or what the Leg- 
islature conceived to be such—inflicted untold damages 
upon the community. An excellent illustration is revealed 
by the state of affairs existing in Missouri and Arkansas. 
Insurance companies have been driven from the latter 
State and have refused to pay all losses which have oc- 
curred on the ground that should they have dealings there 
they are liable to criminal prosecution. We know of two 
instances in particular where fires have occurred, the dam- 
age caused by which was over $100,000, where not one 
dollar of insurance can be collected. At Pine Bluff alone, 
up to April 19, 213 policies, representing $224,300 of in- 
surance, have been canceled on account of the anti-trust 
law. Another way in which the act in question operates 
is to bring about the immediate foreclosure of mortgages 
in all cases where this is possible, since if the mortgagee 
allows the lien to remain outstanding he would lose all 
money invested in the event of the property being de- 
stroyed. A Connecticut fire insurance company, having 
continued to do business in Arkansas, Attorney General 
Jefferson Davis has, since March 6 (that being the date 
when the anti-trust law became effective), instituted 
against it 36 suits for $5,000 each. His contention is 
that the company is a member of a combination of other 
corporations engaged in similar business to regulate the 
premium to be paid on insurance. 

In Missouri the courts have refused to allow a so- 
called trust to collect money owing to it, under an act 
which provides that “any purchaser of any article or com- 
modity from any individual, company or corporation 
transacting business contrary to the provisions of this act 
shall not be liable for the price or payment of such article 
or commodity, and may plead this act as a defense to any 
suit for such price or payment.” 

The other point which we must consider is that, in 
spite of all unfavorable legislation, the so-called trust 
has increased, and is bound to increase, since it is the 
natural outcome of commercial development. During 
January and February of this year alone, forty-three 
have been formed, with an aggregate capital of $1,106,- 
300,000. In March there were incorporated in New Jer- 
sey some 250 companies, many of them of the general 
nature of trusts, with a total capital of $1,111,750,000, for 
those only which are authorized to issue stocks and bonds 
of over $1,000,000 each. The average capital for the 
entire 250 was $4,447,000. 





nn. eee 


Just what part the trust will play in commercial and 
political development is a question which none of us can 
foresee at the present time. Whether it will tend to bring 
about the dream of Bellamy, as its advocates assert, or 
will end by placing governmental functions in the hands 
of an aggregation of private individuals, as others believe, 
remains to be seen. 








THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY. 


We can imagine the pleasure that would have been 
experienced by Gilbert and Sullivan of comic opera fame 
in reading the daily chronicle of that remarkable being 
whom the people of New York County have called upon 
to act as their chief prosecuting officer. The spectacle 
of the daily—we are almost tempted to say hourly— 
squabbles which are engaged in between the District At- 
torney’s office and the justices of our criminal courts 
would no doubt have furnished a theme for an excellent 
burlesque upon existing institutions. The matter is prob- 
ably amusing to everybody but the people of New York 
County, for whom the joke is of a somewhat serious na- 
ture. The spectacle of a District Attorney going forth 
on his peregrinations, attended by a body-guard, some- 
what in the style of a Roman Consul preceded by his 
lictors, and arresting an inoffensive doorkeeper who dares 
to bar the way of the august Presence upon the frivolous 
pretense that it is a custom which has existed time out. of 
mind not to permit a judge to be interrupted when charg- 
ing a jury, is not an especially edifying one. Personally it 
puts us in mind of the spirit in which the Mikado advances 
to the footlights and announces that “from every kind of 
man obedience I expect ; I am the Emperor of Japan,” etc., 
etc. : 

A short time ago Judge Newberger held the Court of 
General Sessions for just one hour and five minutes, and 
then had to adjourn because there was a lack of cases. 
There were thirty-one on the docket, and when they were 
called it was found that in twenty-seven of them the Dis- 
trict Attorney was not prepared; in three of them the de- 
fendants were dead, and in one the principal witness for 
the government had not even been subpoenaed. As 
there are said to be in the neighborhood of 250 persons in 
the Tombs awaiting trial, we think that a display of a trifle 
more diligence would not have produced permanently in- 
jurious effects. 

As a matter of fact, the staff of Mr. Gardiner’s office 
seems to be kept quite as busy in defending Mr. Gardiner 
as in prosecuting criminals. A very interesting scene oc- 
curred a short time ago before Recorder Goff upon the 
trial of an indictment charging the exposure of liquor for 
sale. The only evidence submitted was that defendant’s 
place had been open, and the defendant’s counsel moved 
for a dismissal of the indictment, in reply to which the 
only thing that the Assistant District Attorney found to 
say was that he “could only offer such proof as he had.” 
When the Recorder demanded why a nolle - prosequi 
had not been entered, the astounding statement - was 
made that “it involves a great deal of courage for a 
District Attorney to take such a position, and it might 
involve the District Attorney in serious embarrassment 
in the future if he should be called to an account of his 
stewardship.” No wonder the Recorder characterized 
such an attitude as being cowardly in the extreme. 

This has furnished occasion to our contemporaries, the 
New York Sun and the Albany Law Journal, to object to 
what they call “scolding judges,” but it cannot be serious- 
ly contended that a judge has not a perfect right, nay 
further, but that it is his duty to take to task a prosecuting 
officer who will occupy the time of the Court uselessly in 
this way. 
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Another noteworthy fact is the course of the grand 
jury in going before j A McMahon and asking him 
for advice in the Molineux case, thus totally ignoring the 
District Attorney. So far we can only remember one 
previous Occasion when this has been done, this being 
when the extraordinary grand jury drawn during the 
Lexow investigation asked Judge Barrett for advice in 
regard to the case of Superintendent McLaughlin. 

If Colonel Gardiner would only devote his entire at- 
tention to securing the trials of a number of the prison- 
ers with which New York city jails are crowded, instead 
of trying to carry through his “educational mastodon” 
and similar cases, and allow more time to the duties of 
his office and less to the vindication of his own personal 
dignity, or what he considers such, there would be. a 
distinct change for the better. We note that Justice 
Giegerich has recently denied his application for a per- 
emptory writ of mandamus to compel the Recorder to ad- 
mit him to Part IT. of the Court of General Sessions at 
any time he may be presiding there. 








A RECENT DECISION ON 7HE LAW OF 
FIXTURES. 





In Philadelphia Mortgage and Trust Company vs. 
Miller (56 Pac. Rep. 382) the Supreme Court of Wash- 
ington considered the question whether a bath tub, heater 
and mantels were to be deemed realty or personalty 
as against a mortgagee. The case is interesting, in that it 
illustrates the changes that are constantly occurring in the 
law of fixtures, more constantly, perhaps, in this than in 
any other branch of jurisprudence. An excellent exposition 
of the law of fixtures is laid down by a recent author 
who observes that, in determining whether a personal 
chattel affixed to land has thereby become real estate, it 
is necessary to consider: (1) the nature of the annexa- 
tion, whether actual or constructive; (2) the presumable 
intention with which it has been made, and (3) the parties 
who are interested in the property, and between whom 
questions may arise in regard to its character. These may 
be divided into two great classes: (a) Parties interested 
in property on which fixtures have been erected by one 
having a permanent interest therein. These are (1) heir 
and executor of one adding the fixtures, (2) mortgagor 
and mortgagee, where the former erects the fixtures; (3) 
vendor and vendee of land with fixtures thereon; (4) 
vendor and contractor to buy land in a similar case. The 
second class is: (b) Parties interested in property on 
which fixtures have been erected by one having a tem- 
porary interest therein. These are (1) landlord and ten- 
ant, where the latter erects the fixtures; (2) tenant for life 
and remainder man or reversioner. In the first class of 
cases [those under (a)] the general principle is that at- 
tachments to the land constitute a part of it, and are real 
estate, and will therefore (1) pass to the heir rather than 
the executor, will (2) form part of the security under a 
mortgage for the benefit of the mortgagee, will (3) pass 
to a vendee of the land under a deed, and (4) be embraced 
within the contract of one who agrees to purchase the 
land. But this is true only of such annexations as are 
presumed in law to have been made for the permanent im- 
provement and habitual enjoyment of the premises. 

In regard to cases coming under class (b) it may 
be stated that the additions are usually treated as per- 
sonal property, and removable by the party nfaking them 
when made (1) for purposes of trade or manufacture, (2) 
for agricultural purposes, or (3) for domestic use and con- 
venience, and the necessary enjoyment of the premises. 

While the foregoing classification is slightly inaccu- 
rate, in that the real test to determine whether annexed 
property is realty or personalty is to be found in the inten- 





tion of the parties, and all other questions must be solved 
merely for the purpose of finding out what such intention 
really is, yet the classification adopted by Professor Chase 
may be regarded for all practical purposes as furnishing 
an excellent rule by which the matter may be determined. 

As a general rule courts have gone very far in holding 
that fixtures placed by a mortgagor upon property be- 
longing to him, become a part of it and are subject to the 
mortgage. (Snedeker vs. Waring, 12 N. Y. 170; Smith 
Paper Co. vs. Servin, 130 Mass. 511; Wright vs. Gray, 73 
Me. 297.) In the Washington case, however, the dif- 


/ ferent view adopted by the court was based upon the fact 


that the mantels, bathtub and heater were not so built in 
as to become a part of the realty, but, on the contrary, 
could be easily removed without inflicting damage to 
other portions of the house. In deciding the question at 
issue, the Court made use of the following language: 

“In investigating a question of this kind, we cannot 
shut our eyes to the many changes that have been 
wrought by time in the fashion and character of house- 
hold furnishings. Anciently, mantels were uniformly 
built as a part of the house, and, therefore, became a fix- 
ture to the realty. The house was built with reference to 
the mantel, and the mantel with reference to the house. 
[t was a part of the plans and specifications of the house, 
and could not have been removed without materialy af- 
fecting, not only the appearance, but the real usefulness, 
of the house. But advancing mechanical science and 
taste have evolved an altogether differently constructed 
mantel, and mantels such as are described by the testi- 
mony in this case are now constructed without reference 
to any particular house or particular fireplace. They are 
what are called ‘stock’ mantels, and are sold separately, 
and made adaptive to any kind of a house. They are, in 
fact, as much a separate article of merchandise as a bed- 
stead or a table. So that, regarding the changed condi- 
tions in this respect, the rules of law must be changed 
and adapted to the changed character of the furniture. 
\ few years ago sideboards were constructed in, and were 
made part of, the house, and were, of necessity, fixtures; 
while now they are ordinarily separate pieces of furniture, 
and, by common consent, are moved from one house to 
another. The same advancement has been made in bath- 
tubs. The old-fashioned bathtub, that was sealed in and 
actually made a part of the bathroom, has largely given 
place to the more convenient bathtub, that rests upon 
legs, and can be attached to any heating system that hap- 
pens to prevail in the house where it is used. And so 
with heaters or boilers. In this instance the boiler is in 
no way attached to the building, excepting by its plumb- 
ing connections. It could be detached without in any way 
injuring the realty; and we see no reason why it should 
be considered a fixture any more than the ordinary stove 
which is connected by pipes to the boiler and to the 
plumbing system generally. One could be as easily de- 
tached as the other, and yet we think it has never been 
held by any court or contended by any one that a stove, 
though connected by pipes to the plumbing system, was a 
fixture which could not be removed. In this instance the 
testimony was to the effect that these articles were not 
placed in the building at the time of its erection and com- 
pletion, nor for a long time thereafter; that the mantels 
were not contemplated in the plans or drawings for the 
erection of the premises, nor included in the specifications 
under which said building was afterwards completed, nor 
was there any provision made for the reception in said 
building of said articles. The testimony shows that the 
building back of the mantels, or that portion of it which 
was concealed by the mantels, was plastered and kal- 
somined; that for about three years the mantels were not 
fastened to the wall in any way, but supported them- 
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selves in the position they occupied; and that, after that 
time, they were fastened to the wall by screws, to render 
them more stable, and keep them from toppling. The 
boiler and bathtub were not placed in the building for 
several years after the mortgage was given. The question 
of fact having been submitted to the jury under proper 
instructions, and a verdict having been rendered in favor 
of the respondent, the judgment will be affirmed.” 








THE GOOD WORK OF THE CHICAGO BAR 
ASSOCIA TION. 


The Chicago Bar Association is to be heartily con- 
gratulated upon the efforts which it is making to prevent 
undesirable individuals from practising in that city. 
A list of two hundred names has been prepared, repre- 
senting the irresponsible element in legal circles, and 
placed in the hands of Mr. George Mills Rogers, secre- 
tary of the association. The opinion is expressed that 
upon the publication of the list, attorneys whose names 
appear therein will cease to practice of their own accord 
or be compelled to do so by reason of the notoriety they 
will have gained. We fail to see any good reason why 
this plan should not be adopted in other of our larger 
cities, in every one of which there are law firms mas- 
querading under the guise of collection agencies which 
practice in the courts and assume all the duties of coun- 
sel, although there may not be more than one duly 
licensed attorney in the office. We do not mean by this 
to insinuate anything against the reputable collection 
agency. It performs a work of great value to and in fact 
is practically indispensable in the commercial world, hand- 
ling, as it does, cases to which the busy practitioner would 
be unable to devote the time and attention which is de- 
manded. It acts as a check upon the dishonest or negli- 
gent debtor and performs for that intangible thing called 
credit what the police force does for property and life. 
But we do assert that some practitioners of the lower 
grade take it upon themselves to conduct a law busi- 
ness under this name to conceal the fact of their not be- 
ing admitted at all. 

It should be an easy task in view of the recent act 
requiring the registration of New York attorneys, to hunt 
out and discover those who assume to practice law with- 
out being licensed, and we wonder that the Bar Associa- 
tion has as yet taken no steps looking to the prosecution 
of some who have failed to comply with its provisions. 

Another excellent work that is being accomplished by 
the Chicago Bar Association is the firm stand that it has 
taken in opposing admission of attorneys under the re- 
cent Campbell act, which provides that up to December 1, 
1899, the holder of a diploma of any law school organized 
under the laws of the State shall be admitted to the bar 
on such diploma, and any student who has studied in a 
law office in the State for two consecutive years prior 
thereto shall be admitted upon a successful examination 
before the State Board of Law Examiners. 

The objection is founded upon the fact that the rules 
of the Supreme Court provide that the holders of di- 
plomas from law schools shall pass an examination before 
the State Board of Law Examiners, and that every ap- 
plicant for examination, except those holding diplomas, 
must show that he has studied in a law office for three 
consecutive years. 

The absolute insufficiency of an act which merely re- 
quires the diploma of some unrecognized law school as a 
means of admission to the bar is manifest. Such a pro- 
vision is worse than useless since it places a premium 
upon the creation of schools organized solely for the pur- 
pose of grinding out lawyers in the shortest space of 








time allowed by law. With a diploma from one of these 
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in his hand, a graduate can be instantly admitted to prac- 
tice and permitted to inflict untold injury upon the com- 
munity at large by his ignorance and inefficiency. In two 
years nothing but a very hasty idea can be gathered of 
the structure of the law, and the Court has acted wisely 
in insisting upon a longer term. 

In another instance an injunction has recently been 
secured against an individual assuming to practice law 
without having been admitted, restraining him from act- 
ing as an attorney and counsellor until duly licensed so 
to do. 

As we have already said, we think that the attitude 
of the association is much to be commended, and we trust 
that they will persevere in their efforts towards the build- 
ing up of a better bar. 








ANOTHER PHASE OF THE DEBTOR AND 
CREDITOR QUESTION. 


Some time ago an enterprising Massachusetts collec- 
tion agency proceeded to dress its collectors in a most 
brilliant shade of red and instructed each to follow his 
particular debtor at all times and to all places. As might 
be supposed, this was particularly distressing to the feel- 
ings of those members of society who were not in 
the habit of meeting their obligations, and we under- 
stand that several suits for injunctions were brought. 
These, of course, applied to individual cases alone, and in 
order that the general debtor community might be secure, 
a law was passed by the Massachusetts Legislature which 
has received the signature of the Governor. It provides 
in terms that “any person, any director or officer of any 
corporation, engaging in the business of a collection 
agency, or making collections from delinquent. debtors, 
who shall employ persons dressed in unusual and striking 
costumes calculated to attract public attention to their oc- 
cupation, to call on debtors for the purpose of demand- 
ing payment of debts alleged to be due, and any person 
so employed who shall call at the house or place of busi- 
ness of any alleged debtor, wearing any such costume, or 
a costume having an inscription calculated to attract at- 
tention to the occupation of the person so attired, shall 
be punished by a fine of not less than $50 nor more than 
$500, or by imprisonment in jail for not less than three 
months nor more than three years.” 

We have not the slightest sympathy with an act like 
the foregoing, and think it would have been vastly more 
to the credit of the various debtors in the pre- 
vious injunction proceedings if they had expended 
less money on attorneys’ fees and more towards the pay- 
ment of the just claims due from them. There seems to 
be an unfortunate disposition on the part of the various 
law-making bodies throughout the country to aid the 
debtor in every way at the expense of the creditor. Meas- 
ures are constantly being passed which place a premium 
upon dishonesty and unfair dealing. The recent Bank- 
ruptcy Act enables a man to clear himself of obligations 
amounting to hundreds of thousands of dollars, although 
he may not have assets of the value of ten cents. Laws 
have been enacted forbidding the sending of demands 
for payment on postal cards. In a thousand and one dif- 
ferent ways has the creditor been harassed and annoyed 
when he attempted to enforce his claim. What protection 
has he, in fact, at the present moment? The particular 
debtor has Yong ago transferred to his wife all the prop- 
erty of which he may be possessed, and the writ of execu- 
tion and the institution of proceedings supplementary 
thereto, almost always fail to secure the ends for which 
they were designed. Our own opinion is that in no more 
than ten per cent. of the cases in which supplementary pro- 
ceedings are instituted is anything recovered. 
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While we feel very sorry for the debtor, we still be- 


‘lieve that some remnant of sympathy should be reserved 


for the creditor, and that many of the measures that are 
being taken are unfair in the extreme. 








A RECENT APPLICATION OF THE PRINCIPLE 
“DE M!'(NIMIS NON CURAT LEX” 





There is in all probability no principle which has re- 
ceived more diverse interpretations by the courts 
than that which declares the law’s inability to concern 
itself about trifles. The obvious impossibility of fixing 
any particular sum and declaring that where the subject 
matter of the action does not exceed it in value cog- 
nizance will not be taken of the suit has caused great con- 
fusion among the cases. 

On the one hand, we have decisions like that of 
The Seneca Road Co. vs. The Auburn & Rochester R. R. 
Co. (5 Hill 170), wherein the Court says: “This maxim 
is never applied to the positive and wrongful invasion of 
another’s property. To warrant an action in such a case, 
says a learned writer, ‘some temporal damage, be it more 
or less, must actually have resulted, or be likely to ensue. 
The degree is wholly immaterial, nor does the law upon 
every occasion require distinct proof that an inconveni- 
ence has been sustained. For example, if the hand of A 
touch the person of B, who shall declare that pain has 
or has not ensued. The only mode to render B secure 
is to infer that an inconvenience has actually resulted.’ ” 

Reference may also be made to Pindar vs. Wadsworth 


‘(2 East 154), holding that for an injury to real property 


incorporeal, however small the damage, an action may 
be brought. 

In Paul vs. Slosson (22 Vt. 231) it was held that where 
an officer who had attached a quantity of hay used a 
pitchfork belonging to the debtor for the purpose of re- 
moving it, and afterwards returned it uninjured to the 
place where he found it, he was not liable for its use. 

In Haine vs. Davey (4 A. & E. 892; 31 E. C. L. R.) 
a new trial was granted for misdirection, though the 
amount in question was less than £r. 

So much for cases in which the doctrine was held not 
to apply; let us now consider a few of the instances in 
which courts have refused to act in view of the small- 
ness of the amount involved. 

In Wilson vs. McEvoy (25 Cal. 170) the opinion de- 
clares that “the only remaining point necessary to be 
noticed is that the Court upon the findings should have 
rendered judgment for at least nominal damages. The 
only benefit that would have accrued * * * was 
that he would have been relieved of the payment of costs 
taxed in the judgment at four dollars and a half. We 
think we are justified in this respect in invoking the 
maxim, de minimis non curat lex.” (See also McConihe 
vs. N. Y. & E. R. R. Co., 20 N. Y. 495; Jenning vs. 
ae 5 Ind. 250; Bustamente vs. Stewart, 55 Cal. 
IIs. 

The following amounts have been held too trifling to 
be noticed: Nine dollars and seventy cents (McNutt vs. 
Dickson, 42 III. 498, and see Livingston vs. St. Clair Co., 
64 Ill. 56); one dollar and sixty-five cents (Fisher vs. 
Haggerty, 36 Ill. 128); five and a half cents (O’Grady vs. 
Barnhisel, 23 Cal. 287). 

The above decisions illustrate the difficulty of stating 
any principle which can be applied to all cases. Possibly 
that laid down by Lord Kenyon in Wilson vs. Rastall (4 
T. R. 753) is the best that has yet been declared. “In ord- 
mary,” he says, “where the damages are small and the 
question too inconsiderable to be retried, the courts have 
frequently refused to send the case back to another jury. 
But wherever a mistake of the judge has crept in and 





swayed the opinion of the jury, I do not recollect a single 
case in which the courts have ever refused to grant a new 
trial.” 

A recent decision upon this question where the max- 
im was applied is that in York vs. Stiles (42 Atl. Rep. 
876), tried in the Supreme Court of Rhode Island. Here 
the amount in controversy was only four dollars. The 
Court observed that “whatever the result of a new trial 
might be, if one should be had, it is manifest that it would 
be to the detriment of both parties to have one. And, as 
remarked by Ames, C. J., in Spooner vs. Leland (5 R. I. 
352), in speaking of new trials: ‘Neither courts of law 
nor equity, when exercising, as in such cases, a discretion, 
exercise it except to some good and useful end.’ No 
vital question of principle is involved. The only dispute 
in the case is as to whether the defendant had the right 
to deduct from the plaintiff's wages, which were seven 
dollars per week, certain damages alleged to have been 
caused by her in running the ‘extractor’ in the defend- 
ant’s laundry. Such a dispute about such an insignificant 
matter does not strongly appeal to the judicial discretion 
of the court.” (Citing Buddington vs. Knowles, 30 Conn. 
26; Hyatt vs. Wood, 3 Johns 239; Fleming vs. Gilbert, 3 
Johns 528; Roberts vs. Karr, 1 Taunt. 495, and other 
cases.) “A motion for a new trial is practically an ap- 
peal to the sound discretion of the Court, to prevent a 
material and palpable wrong. And it is never to be grant- 
ed, if the Court can see that substantial justice has been 
done, notwithstanding irregularities may have occurred. 
Nor is it to be granted when the failure of justice has not 
been palpable, nor where the wrong done, however palpa- 
ble it may be, is trivial in extent.” 

The Court, however, took occasion to expressly ob- 
serve that “the maxim above quoted is not to be applied 
in case of the positive and wrongful invasion of another’s 
property or personal rights.” (Citing Seneca Road Co. 
vs. Auburn and R. R. Co., § Hill 170.) 








THE WHIPPING POST AS A PREVENTIVE 
OF CRIME. 





We have read with considerable interest the discus- 
sion that took place recently at a meeting of the Psychical 
Section of the Medico-Legal Society in New York City, 
where the consensus of opinion of those present seemed to 
be in favor of the use of the whipping post as suitable pun- 
ishment for certain of the minor crimes. The statement 
said to have been made by Judge Baldwin, of Connecticut, 
in particular is to be noted. He observed, inter alia: 

“I do not hesitate to avow my conviction that whip- 
ping would often furnish a mode of punishment far more 
appropriate than fine or imprisonment for minor of- 
fenses, and a useful addition to imprisonment for graver 
ones. While holding criminal terms of the Superior 
Court I have more than once had occasion to sentence 
culprits to confinement in jail whose case would have 
been, in my opinion, better fitted by some form of punish- 
ment shorter in duration and sharper in pain. No sen- 
tence to a county jail is greatly dreaded by a hardened 
criminal. It gives him in most cases an assurance of bet- 
ter housing and of better food than he is in the habit of 
gaining by any other mode of exertion. On the other 
hand, whipping is dreaded by every one, man or child. 
* * * Governor Buckingham of Connecticut once 
stated that no white man had ever been whipped twice 
under a judicial sentence in that State. There have been 
many who have gone back to jail ten and twenty times.” 

When we first considered this question it was our 
opinion that any attempt to punish criminals in this man- 
ner was decidedly in the nature of a retrogression. Per- 
sonally we believe most firmly in the doctrine that crime is 
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nothing more than a disease, and that there is very little 
difference between it and insanity from a scientific stand- 
point. It has occasionally been our fortune, however, to 
encounter theories, which, while seemingly impracticable 
scientifically speaking, have worked excellently in ac- 
tual practice. Such we believe would be the theory of 
the whipping post. Experience has demonstrated that 
in cffenses simiiar to vagrancy, wife-veating, drunken- 
ness, disorderly conduct, etc., a term of imprisonment is 
of no use whatever. The criminal simply obtains free 
board and lodging. His degraded mind is incapable of ap- 
preciating the ignominy of his punishment, and his peri- 
odical exile to the penitentiary he comes to look upon al- 
most in the light of a matter of course. We believe he 
would regard punishment by whipping in a far different 
manner. We have heard it said that such a method of cor- 
rection is of a distinctly brutalizing nature. Conceded. 
But at the same time it must be remembered that the in- 
dividuals whom it is designed to reach are little if any bet- 
ter than the brutes themselves. Humanitarians may talk as 
much as they please of the sanctity of human life, but as a 
matter of fact, in every one of the large communities there 
are a certain number of individuals whom it would be a 
positive blessing to the community to have removed. If 
a plague were to break out in New York City to-day and 
exterminate about 10,000 persons of that class which 
causes our prisons and reformatories to overflow with 
vagrants, petty thieves and prostitutes it would be one of 
the greatest blessings that has been conferred upon the 
municipality for a long time past. Individuals of the 
stamp referred to are not one whit better intellectually or 
otherwise than any animal. There is just as much pros- 
pect of reforming a vicious dog by reading to him a 
treatise on the inexpediency of his actions as_ there 
is to attempt to cure an individual of this class by attempt- 
ing to educate him to a realizing sense of his iniquities. 
This language may seem harsh, but we think it warranted. 
As stated, imprisonment means nothing to them, and in 
the case of wife-beaters deprives the family of what little 
support they may grudgingly bestow. In the case of 
youthful offenders not yet hardened in crime the punish- 
ment of imprisonment places them in a very fair way of 
being made habitual criminals through association with 
those further advanced in vice. We heartily approve of 
the efforts of the Medico-Legal Society and extend to its 
Secretary, Clark Bell, Esq., our best wishes for his suc- 
cess in this undertaking. 








A NOVEL PRINCIPLE IN THE LAW OF LAND- 
LORD AND TENANT. 





A recent decision rendered by the New York Court 
of Appeals on April 18th, in Herter vs. Mullen et al., is 
not without interest as establishing a principle, which so 
far as we are able to learn is an entirely novel one in the 
law of Landlord and Tenant. The action was brought to 
recover the rent of certain premises leased to defendants 
who had held over for some 15 days after expiration of 
the term. The rental moneys claimed in the suit were for 
7 months subsequent to such expiration. The defense set 
up in the answer was in substance that prior to the expira- 
tion of the term mentioned in the written lease, the defend- 
ants had notified the plaintiff that they would not take the 
premises for another year and they had hired another 
house, but that they had been prevented from yielding up 
possession “by the act of God in afflicting the mother of 
these defendants, who was a member of the family, with 
adisease which * * * was so great that it would 
have endangered her life to have taken her from the 
room.” The lease contained the usual agreements, to 
deliver up the premises at the end of the term. Upon 











the trial, the facts being admited, a verdict was directed 
for plaintiff and the Appellate Division (9 App. Div. 593) 
affirmed the judgment. The Court of Appeals were 
divided upon the question, 4 voting for reversal and 3 
for affirmance. In delivering the opinion, Judge OBrien 
justified the decision of the majority upon the following 
grounds: “It may be said that this conclusion is a de- 
parture from precedent, but it is not easy to see how it 
is. * * * * Legal rules may sometimes be pushed 
to a point where they accomplish the grossest injustice 
and it then becomes the duty of the courts to limit their 
application to cases that are within their true scope and 
fair meaning. We go no further than to say, that upon 
the facts stated in the answer, if conceded or established, 
there was no holding over by the tenant within any fair 
or reasonable meaning of the rule, which permits the 
landlord to continue the lease for another year.” 

Coming now to the grounds upon which the majority 
of the judges decided we find that the court seems to 
have gone on the principle that the “holding-over” the- 
ory upon which the tenant is held liable on a new lease if 
he continue in possession after the time expires is 
founded upon the assumption that by so remaining in 
possession the law implies a contract on his part for a 
leasing of the premises for another year, but that the 
law cannot imply a contract or obligation from an act 
of the party which proceeds from mistake or fraud or re- 
sults from force or coercion of any kind or is due to any 
stress of circumstances which involves peril to his life or 
that of some member of his family. The court observes 
that to infer a promise or contract from any act result- 
ing from such causes would manifestly be contrary to rea- 
son and justice: 

The case establishes no doubt an interesting princi- 
ple of law, but one which we think exceeding illogical 
and contrary to all precedent. It is elementary to say 
that a mere personal inability to carry out the terms of an 
express contract not resulting from the destruction of the 
res itself, or (in case of a contract for services) personal 
disability, is no excuse whatsoever, since had the parties 
desired to protect themselves they could have done so 
by an express provision in the agreement. Thus in 
Paradine v. Jane (Aleyn 26), where in an action for rent 
the defendant pleaded that he had been kept out of pos- 
session of the premises by a hostile army, whereby he 
could not take the profits of the land, this fact was held 
to constitute no excuse. The rule was laid down “that 
when the law creates a duty or charge and the party is 
disabled to perform it without any default in him and 
hath no remedy over, there the law will excuse him. But 
when the party by his own contract creates a duty or 
charge upon himself he is bound to make it good if he 
may, notwithstanding any accident by inevitable neces- 
sity, because he might have provided against it by his 
contract.” Here if the defendant had desired to be se- 
cured against liability in the event of any member of his 
family being sick, by which he should be prevented from 
removing from the premises, he was at liberty to have 
so specified in the contract, but on the contrary he neg- 
lected to do so, and therefore we think must be held to 
have impliedly agreed to run his chances. (See in this 
connection Huling v. Craig Addis 342, Harmony vs. Bing- 
ham, 2 Kern 99.) The present case should be governed 
by that principle under which it is held that if one contracts 
to erect a building, and before the work is com- 
pleted the building is destroyed by lightning or fire or 
falls, owing to defect in the soil, the contractor must re- 
build the house. (Dermott v. Jones, 2 Wall 1; Certcliff 
v. McAnnally, 88 Ala. 507; School District v. Dauchy, 
25 Conn. 530; Parker v. Scott, 82 Ia. 266; Stees v. Leon- 
ard, 20 Minn. 494; Trustees v. Bennett, 3 Dutch. 513; 
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Tompkins y. Dudley, 25 N. Y. 272; Lowing v. Rintles, 
97 N.C. 350; Galyon v. Kitchen, 85 Tenn. 55.) 

The holding-over rule is manifestly one of expediency 
and justice. It is certainly extremely inexpedient to per- 
mit a variation merely because in a given instance it may 
fall harshly upon an innocent party. Suppose that in the 
present instance the landlord had entered into a contract 
to lease to another tenant, relying upon the defendant’s 
agreement to surrender, and had covenanted to give his 
prospective tenant possession from the first of May. 
Through the defendant’s failure to leave, he is prevented 
from doing this, and the question arises, by whom should 
the loss be borne? We see no reason for saying it should 
be borne by the landlord, rather than by the tenant; on 
the contrary, think that the loss should fall upon the 
latter. 

As observed before, the case is one which could have 
been provided against by express covenant, and no reason 
seems to appear why a special clause should be inserted 
in the contract for the defendant’s benefit, which he has 
not chosen to place there himself. As Judge Gray ob- 
served in his dissenting opinion, if a case arises in 
which the hold-over principle may operate harshly, “the 
misfortune is one which, for the sake of the stability of 
the rule, should be borne by the tenant rather than by 
the landlord.” 

Another point that is noteworthy is the fact that the 
prevailing opinion was concurred in by four judges of the 
Court of Appeals only, against which is the opinion of 
three of their colleagues, five judges of the Appellate Di- 
vision and the judge at trial. There seems a defect some- 
where in our judicial system when the decision of four 
members of a tribunal is permitted to outweigh that of 
nine others of equal learning, though not, unfortunately, 
as highly placed. We are almost tempted to discard 
Blackstone’s definition of law as a rule of action and adopt 
that of a Western attorney, who referred to it as the last 
guess of a Supreme Court. 








TOPICS OF INTERES7. 





The humane doctrine that one who voluntarily inter- 
poses to save the lives of persons imperiled by the negli- 
gence of another is not debarred, on the ground of con- 
tributory negligence, from recovering for injuries, is 
adopted in Maryland Steel Co. vs. Marney (Md.) 42 L. R. 
A. 842, and it is held that the proximate cause of the in- 
jury is the negligence which created the peril. 





New York city attorneys will do well to bear in mind 

a recent decision rendered by the Appellate Term in a 
suit brought by Emile Rieser against Charles T. Parker 
& Co., a New Jersey incorporation. Judgment was ren- 
dered against defendant in the Eighth Municipal Court 
and the question of a lack of jurisdiction was raised on 
appeal. It was urged that under the provisions of the 
Greater New York charter “the Municipal Court has 
Jurisdiction in * * * anaction * * * against a 
foreign corporation having an office in this State.” This 
provision the Court held to be unconstitutional, in that the 
Municipal Court, being a local inferior court, created since 
the adoption of the present Constitution, had not jurisdic- 
tion of the defendant, because it is provided in the Consti- 
tution (Art. 6, Sec. 18): “The Legislature shall not here- 
alter confer upon any local or inferior court of its crea- 
tion * * * any greater jurisdiction * * * than 
is conferred upon county courts by or under this article,” 
and county courts have not, and so are expressly prohib- 
ited from having such jurisdiction, in that the Constitu- 
tion further provides (Sec. 14) that their jurisdiction 
shall not be so extended as to authorize actions for the 
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* * * 


recovery of money only in which any 

not a resident of the county is a defendant.” “By its very 
creation in and by the State of New Jersey,” Justice Mac- 
Lean said, “the defendant was made a resident and domi- 
ciled within that State, from which it was incapable of 
passing personally (93, N. Y., 598). In so far as it con- 
fers upon the Municipal Court jurisdiction in an action for 
the recovery of money only against a foreign corporation, 
Section 1364 of the Greater New York charter is unconsti- 
tutional, and, therefore, nugatory.” 

The foregoing decision will be in the nature of a con- 
siderable surprise to attorneys doing business in Munici- 
pal Courts, as a large proportion of cases tried in these 
tribunals have been against the many corporations doing 
business here which have been organized under the laws 
of New Jersey or some State other than New York. 





The liability of a water company for the dissemination 
of disease by an impure water supply is denied in Green 
v. Ashland Water Co. (Wis.) 43 L. R. A., 117, unless 
the water company knows, or from the situation ought to 
know, that the water is dangerous for domestic use from 
some cause not discoverable ordinarily by the use of rea- 
sonable care, and fails to give the consumers notice of 
such danger. A consumer who knows, or ought to know, 
of the dangerous condition of the water when he uses it, 
is held to have no remedy against the company. 





The Supreme Court of Indiana in Hamilton vs. Love 
(so N. E. Rep., 181), recently made the following ob- 
servations in an action for breach of contract of employ- 
ment, consisting of the discharge of plaintiff. While there 
is much conflict among the authorities as to the measure 
of damages upon the wrongful discharge of a servant, the 
decisions in this State have been consistent and uniform 
upon this subject. There can be but a single action, and 
not successive actions. The action must be for damages 
for the breach of contract, and not in assumpsit for con- 
structive services or for wages. All damages sustained by 
the servant in consequence of the wrongful act of the mas- 
ter, whether present or prospective, must be included in 
the recovery. A single judgment for the injury bars all 
other claims. The suit may be brought at any time after 
the breach, either before the expiration of the term of the 
contract or afterwards, within the statutory limit. But, 
whether brought before or after the expiration of the term 
of the contract, the measure of the damages is the same. 
If brought during the term, the difficulty in ascertaining 
the amount of the damages sustained may be greater than 
if the action had been deferred until the term of the con- 
tract had expired. But the difficulty and uncertainty in 
such cases are not greater than in many others where a 
permanent and continuing injury is alleged, and the 
plaintiff is confined to a single action for his damages. 
Schell vs. Plumb, 55 N. Y., 592; Remelee vs. Hall, 31 Vt., 
582; 8 Am. & Eng. Enc. Law (2d Ed.), p. 651; Wake- 
man vs. Manufacturing Co., tor N. Y., 210, 4 N. E., 264. 





In Waldron vs. Hendrickson, the New York Supreme 
Court, Appellate Division (Second Department), held on 
April 18, 1899, that a recovery by an employe for a year 
or any portion thereof, after a wrongful discharge, bars 
any further action for a breach of the contract. 

The action was for damages for breach of a written 
contract of employment for one year, at $15 a week. After 
about three months’ employment the plaintiff was dis- 
charged, and he subsequently recovered $45 for the three 
weeks following his dismissal. The opinion, per Good- 
rich, P. J., was as follows: “In 61 N. Y., 362, it was held 
that a servant wrongfully discharged had (independently 
of his action for wages actually earned) but two remedies 
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growing out of the wrongful act ; that is, the breach; viz., 
I, to treat the contract of hiring as continuing and recover 
for the breach ; or, 2, to rescind the contract and sue on a 
rg meruit for services actually rendered. It follows 

tat as the plaintiff herein had ered no services after 
the breach and earned no wages, his only remedy when he 
brought the first action in the Justice’s court was an action 
to recover damages for the breach of contract. But when 
the plaintiff brought that action he exhausted his remedy 
for the recovery ,of damages incident to the breach of 
contract. (85 N. Y., 345.) As we see no escape from 
the conclusion that the former judgment constitutes a bar 
to the present action, the judgment must be reversed, and 
as the plaintiff can in no event recover, final judgment 


naB > be entered for defendant, with costs. (158 N. Y., 
328.)” 





The Supreme Court of Michigan was recently called 
upon to consider the question as to what right of property 
existed in a dead body. Keyes vs. Konkel (decided March 
23, 1899) was an action of replevin brought by the brother 
of deceased against defendants, who were undertakers 
and had refused to deliver up the body unless paid for 
their services. In denying that a right of replevin existed 
the Court observed: “It was formerly held in England 
that there can be no property in a human body. (Williams 
vs. Williams, 20 Ch. Div., 659, also reported in 21 Am. 
Law. Reg., 508; Guthrie vs. Weaver, 1 Mo. App., 141; 
Meagher vs. Driscoll, 99 Mass., 284; Pierce vs. Cemetery, 
10 R. I., 227; Weld vs. Walker, 130 Mass., 432.) In cer- 
tain modern American cases, a dead body has been said to 
be a quasi property, and the right to control and bury it, 
and to recover against one who mutilates the corpse, has 
been maintained. (Pierce vs. Cemetery, supra; Weld vs. 
Walker, supra; Burney vs. Hospital (Mass.), 47 N. E., 
401; Larson vs. Chase (Minn.), 50 N. W., 238; Foley vs. 


Phelps (Sup.), 37 N. Y., Supp., 471.) Recovery for the 
refusal of the right to bury or for multilation of the body 
is rather based upon an infringement of a right than upon 
the notion that the property of plaintiff has been interfered 
with. The recovery in such cases is not for the damage 
to the corpse as property, but damage to the next of kin 
by infringement of his right to have the body delivered to 


him for burial without mutilation. In numerous cases 
equity has taken jurisdiction to prevent interference with 
the control of the dead body by persons entitled to control 
it. (See Weld vs. Walker, 130 Mass., 422; Pierce vs. 
Cemetery, 10 R. I., 227.) And in Reg. vs. Fox, 2 Q. B., 
246, the remedy by mandamus to a jailer was granted. 
But on every consideration we are of the opinion that the 
replevin cannot be maintained. It is not contended that 
the defendants are entitled to maintain a lien. It is obvi- 
ous that return cannot be adjudged. The only proper 
judgment is one dismissing the proceeding, with costs in 
all the courts to the defendants.” 


A decision of some interest to insurance attorneys has 
been rendered in Feder vs. lowa State Traveling Men’s 
Association (78 N. W. Rep., 252). Here the policy pro- 
vided for a payment of $500 when death resulted from 
“any accidental cause.” The evidence showed that de- 
ceased had endeavored to close the window shutters and 
had for that purpose stood on tiptoe to reach over a chair 
which stood between himself and the window. The strain 
caused a blood vessel to burst, and from this cause he 
died a few minutes later. The Court observed: “It is 
argued that the rupture of a blood vessel is not the usual 
result of an effort to close shutters ; therefore, when it oc- 
curs, it is unusual, unexpected and an accident. While it 
may be true that an accident is an event which takes place 
without one’s foresight or expectation, and is undesigned, 
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it is not true that every unforseen, undesigned, and unex- 
pected event is an ‘accident,’ within the ordinary and pop- 
ular meaning of that term. Thus a person might volun- 
tarily and knowingly expose himself to a contagious dis- 
ease, or to excessive heat or cold, or to sudden 

of temperature, or might adopt strange diet or mode of 
living ; but, if death resulted, it would not be due to an 
accidental cause, although wholly undesigned, unforeseen 
and unexpected. So, if a suff, from some 
weakness or disease should subject himself to conditions 
which would not injuriously affect persons in ordinary 
health, but would be dangerous to him, and injury result, 
it would not be due to an accidental cause. For example, 
if a person having a diseased heart should take violent ex- 
ercise voluntarily, and death should result, the cause 
would not be accidental. (Southard vs. Assurance Co., 34 
Conn., 574. See, also, Bacon vs. Association, 123 N. Y., 
304, 25 N. E. 399; Sinclair vs. Assurance Co., 3 El. & 
El., 478.) Although a result may not be designed, fore- 
seen or expected, yet, if it be the natural and direct effect 
of acts voluntarily done, or of conditions voluntarily as- 
sumed, it cannot be said to be accidental.” * * * 


“The certificate in suit made the defendant liable if 
the death of Feder resulted from an accidental cause. The 
evidence shows that the cause was the ruptured artery; 
but that was not accidental, if it was the result of an act 
voluntarily done by Feder. That he did anything but 
what he intended to do, in attempting to close the shut- 
ters, is not shown or claimed. It is not even shown that 
he made unusual exertion in what he did. Had the artery 
been ruptured while the defendant was sitting quietly in 
his chair, or while walking at a moderate pace, there 
would be ground for claiming that the rupture was acci- 
dental ; and we do not think that, because the act of closing 
the shutters may have required a little more exertion than 
would have been required to remain seated or to walk 
leisurely, the rupture was accidental.” * * * “We 
conclude that the District Court was right in directing a 
verdict for the defendant, and the judgment rendered is 
therefore affirmed.” 


The Appellate Division of the New York Supreme 
Court( Second Department), in Monroe Dairy Associa- 
tion vs. Webb, decided April 18, 1899, has held that a pri- 
vate business corporation, in the absence of express legis- 
lative authority, cannot impose fines upon its stockholders 
to be recovered as a debt. The by-laws of plaintiff pro- 
vided that each stockholder should supply twenty pounds 
of milk for each of his shares, on failure to do which he 
should pay as a penalty one-eighth of a cent a pound for 
the deficiency. The answer alleged the invalidity of the 
by-law. The law of 1848, Sec. 7, provided: “The trustees 
of said company shall have power to make such prudential 
by-laws as they shall deem proper for the management 
and disposition of the stock and business affairs of such 
company, not inconsistent with the laws of the State, and 
prescribing the duties of officers, artificers and servants 
that may be employed ; for the appointment of all officers, 
and for carrying on all kinds of business within the ob- 
jects and purposes of such company.” The Court, per 
Cullen, J., observes that: “The by-law of the plaintiff is 
void, not merely as unreasonable, but as being entircly 
beyond its corporate power. Ordinarily the whole legal 
duty of a stockholder, as here, is to pay for his shares. 
He may enter into competition with the company, or join 2 
new corporation which by its rivalry will destroy its busi- 
ness prospects. A by-law declaring a lien for a debt to the 
company is invalid. (59 N. Y., 96.) If this by-law 1s 
valid it is difficult to see why a mining company should 
not, in case of a scarcity of labor, provide that each stock- 
holder shall perform so many days’ work at the mine; 2 









mn eee ee eee 


ina 
usi- 
the 
vy is 
yuld 
ock- 
e; 2 





THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 


235 








gas company that its stockholders should use so much 
gas or furnish so much coal; or a bank that each stock- 
holder should keep a certain deposit therein. (See 50 N. 
W. Rep., 1036.) It is probable that an association of the 
Pine oar of my plaintiff could have been formed under 
the act for the incorporation of co-operative companies 
(Ch. 971, Laws 1867), but the powers of the cag de- 
pend on the law of 1848. The case in 136 N. Y., 333, does 
not apply here. In corporations or voluntary associations, 
such as clubs, stock or mercantile associations, benevolent 
associations, medical societies, and the like, there exists 
a personal duty on the part of the member to conduct him- 
self, in matters under the izance of the corporation, 
in compliance with its rules. In such corporations a mem- 
ber may be expelled for a violation of its rules, or even for 
an offense which has no immediate relation to the cor- 
porate character of the party, but is of so infamous a na- 
ture as to render the offender unfit to associate with the 
other members. (13 Wend., 473; 18 Abb. Pr., 271; 7 Hun. 
248.) A man might commit the most heinous crime, and 
it would hardly be claimed that thereby he forfeits his 
bank stock or railroad shares.” 





An interesting point in the law of evidence was con- 
sidered on April 18, 1899, by the New York Court of Ap- 
peals, in Cole vs. Fall Brook Coal Co. The following is 
a portion of the opinion as delivered by Judge Martin: 
“The next question submitted for consideration arises 
upon the claim of the appellant that several questions put 
to physicians and surgeons called as expert witnesses upon 
the trial were improper and the evidence elicited inadmis- 
sible. They were asked to describe the symptoms that 
would be apparent, and would ordinarily and necessarily 
accompany an injury such as that which the plaintiff sus- 
tained. The objection was that it was immaterial and 
incompetent. It was overruled and the defendant ex- 
cepted. This exception raises the question whether the 
evidence of a properly qualified medical witness, describ- 
ing the symptoms which would necessarily and ordinarily 
follow an injury of which the witness had personal knowl- 
edge, is admissible. Witnesses skilled in the science and 
practice of medicine may give their opinions as to the na- 
ture of the disease with which a person is afflicted, de- 
scribe its particular symptoms, and explain its character- 
istics. (Rogers on Expert Testimony, Sec. 50.) The opin- 
ions of experts as to the symptoms produced by poison 
by which a person is supposed to have died are relevant. 
(R. vs. Palmer, Printed Trial, p. 124; People vs. Rob- 
binson, 2 Parker’s Cr. R., 235; 7 Am. & Eng. Encyclo. of 
Law, p. 80.) In People vs. Lake (12 N. Y., 362) it was, 
in effect, said that a medical witness upon the issue of in- 
sanity might testify as to its symptoms. (See, also, Lake 
vs. People, 1 Parker’s Cr. R., 559.) Opinions of medical 
Witnesses are admissible as to the cause of disease, of 
death, the consequences of wounds, and as to insanity. 
(State vs. Terrell, 12 Rich. [S. C.], 321, 327.) The wit- 
nesses in this case were experts, and their testimony as to 
the symptoms which would follow such an injury would 
naturally aid the jury in determining whether the condi- 
tions, testified to by the plaintiff, were the result of the 
injury he sustained. He was entitled to prove by medical 
experts who had examined him that the injury which he 
received was the cause of his condition, and that certain 
consequences would follow as indicated by it. (McClain 
vs. Brooklyn City R. R .Co., 116 N. Y., 459; Stouter vs. 
Manhattan R. Co., 127 N. Y., 661.) The proof of the 
symptoms which would follow such an injury merely 
tended to show that the plaintiff’s condition was such as 
to indicate that it was occasioned by his injury. We think 
this evidence was admissible. 

“The plaintiff also put to expert witnesses called by 








him a hypothetical question, which was objected to by 
the defendant as immaterial and incompetent ; that it was 
not a hypothetical question. * * * The plaintiff’s 
counsel then stated ‘that he would make the hypothetical 
question conform to any statement in it that was not in 
accordance with the evidence which the counsel or the 
court would point out.’ Thereupon the objection was 
overruled, the defendant’s counsel excepted, and the ques- 
tion was answered. It is manifest that this evidence was 
material and competent, and that the question was a hypo- 
thetical one. Consequently, the only practical objection 
to this evidence is that the question did not correctly state 
the facts. * * * In framing a hypothetical question, 
counsel may base it upon the hypothesis of the truth of all 
the evidence, or upon a hypothesis especially framed on 
certain facts assumed to be proved for the purpose of the 
inquiry. The question is not improper, simply because it 
includes only a part of the facts in evidence. (Stearns vs. 
Field, 90 N. Y., 640.) If framed upon the assumption of 
certain facts, counsel may assume the facts in accordance 
with his theory of them, it not being essential that he 
should state the facts as they actually exist, provided there 
is proof sustaining those upon which the question is based. 
(Cowley vs. People, 83 N. Y., 464; Dilleber vs. Home 
Life Ins. Co., 87 N. Y., 79.) He may assume any state of 
facts which there is evidence to prove, and have the opin- 
ion of the expert upon the facts assumed. Testing the 
rulings in this case by that principle it is obvious that they 
present no error.” 





The United States Supreme Court has recently de- 
clared unconstitutional a statute of Michigan, requiring 
railroad companies to sell to any one desiring to purchase 
the same a 1,000 mile ticket good for two years, for twenty 
dollars. The view is taken that the act in question is a 
violation of those parts of the Constitution which forbid 
the taking of property without due process of law and 
prohibit a State from denying to any one within its juris- 
diction the equal protection of its laws. “It is a pure, 
bold and unmixed power or discrimination in favor of a 
few persons having occasion to travel on the road,” says 
Mr. Justice Peckham, “and permitting them to do so at 
less expense than others, provided they buy a certain 
number of tickets at one time. It is not legislation for 
the safety, health or proper service of the public, but an 
arbitrary enactment in favor of the persons spoken of, 
who in the legislative judgment should be carried at a less 
price than other members of the community.” Chief 
Justice Fuller and Associate Justices Gray and McKenna 
dissent from this judgment. 





A decision which has excited considerable comment 
was rendered in the latter part of April by the Appellate 
Division of the Supreme Court of New York, Second De- 
partment, in an action brought by Emil Greeff against the 
Equitable Life Assurance Society of the United States. 
It was shown that the policy contained the provision, 
“This policy during its continuance shall be entitled to 
participate in the distribution of the surplus of this society 
by way of increase to the amount insured according to 
such principles and methods as may from time to time be 
adopted by this society for such distribution; which prin- 
ciples and methods are hereby ratified and accepted by and 
for every person who shall have or claim any interest 
under this contract.” 

The charter of the defendant provided that “The in- 
surance business of the company shall be conducted upon 
the mutual plan. * * * The officers of the company 
* * * shall cause a balance to be struck of the affairs 
of the company, which shall exhibit its assets and liabili- 
ties, both present and contingent, and also the net surplus, 
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after deducting a sufficient amount to cover all outstand- 
ing risks and other obligations. Each policy holder shall 
be credited with an equitable share of the said surplus.” 

The action was brought by the holder of a matured 
endowment policy to recover his share of the amount, 
which had been declared as a net surplus by defendant 
over and above all liabilities, and over and above all dis- 
tribution of surplus which it had made among its policy 
holders. 

Upon demurrer it was held that the complaint was 
good and the plaintiff erftitled to a ratable share of the 
defendant’s surplus, since it showed him to be entitled te 
recover a sum of money under his particular contract, 
the exact amount of which may be left to a jury to deter- 
mine upon the trial of the action. This decision seems to 
be based on the particular provisions of both the char- 
ter and policy issued to and by defendant. The court ob- 
served that the substance of the contract as set forth in 
the policy construed as it should be, in connection 
with the charter is that the plaintiff shall be entitled to 
an equitable share of the surplus, “If a grocer,” said 
Judge Woodward, “entered into a contract with his cus- 
tomers to give them an equitable share of the net profits 
of his business, after deducting enough to pay all of his 
outstanding or contingent obligations, with seven per 
cent. interest, no one would contend that he was fulfilling 
the contract if he put two-thirds of the net profits into a 
fund for his own use and then divided the remainder. 
There would be nothing equitable about that, and there is 
nothing equitable about the plan of apportioning the net 
surplus of the defendant. Equity suggests the highest 
practicable form of justice, and its use in connection with 
a division of the surplus of the defendant is a pledge that 
the funds of the society after meeting all its obligations 
shall be distributed among those who have contributed 
their premiums on the basis of the amount which they have 
paid, and the only exception which the company has laid 
down for itself is that, ‘In case of the death of any party 
insured prior to passing any period for striking of bal- 
ance, as aforesaid, the Board of Directors may provide 
what (if any) share of such surplus shall be paid to such 
person.” (Art. VI.) If we confine ourselves to the letter of 
the policy it will not bear the construction sought to be 
put upon it by the defendant. The contract is that “This 
policy during its continuance, shall be entitled to partic- 
ipate in the distribution of the surplus of this society.’ It 
is not a part of the surplus, but ‘the surplus’ in which the 
policy is a share. The society could not share in the 
distribution of the surplus. * * * It is not a part of 
the surplus, but ‘the surplus,’ in which the policy is to 
share. The society could not share in the distribution of 
the surplus; it could take only the necessary amount to 
pay the semi-annual dividends and the obligations 
present or contingent; and the remainder, according to its 
own stipulation with the State, was to be credited to the 
policy holders. ‘Each policy holder,’ says the charter, 
‘shall be credited with an equitable share of the said sur- 
plus.’ With each policy holder credited with an equita- 
ble share of the fund, there would be no part which could 
be divided with the defendant, and the company having 
stipulated a system of distribution from which it was ex- 
cluded, it is hardly in a position to say that it has now 
adopted a method by which it retires, for its own credit, 
two-thirds of the declared surplus, and that it is fulfilling 
in good faith its contract by dividing the remainder with 
the policy holders. It is certainly morally estopped from 
claiming that the plaintiff has, by its own clause in the pol- 
icy, relinquished his right to share in the surplus of the 
society without first having dropped from the basis of 
calculation two-thirds of the surplus which has been de- 
clared.” vr ly 





We note that a dissenting opinion has been written by 
Presiding Justice Goodrich. In view of the grounds of 
the decision, it is doubtful whether the case would 
to any insurance company except one which has a policy 
and charter similar to the Equitable. 








‘TRUSTS AND AN11I-TRUST LEGISLATION. 


soupreggenl 
By Frederick H. Cooke, of the New York Bar. 


( Being portions of an address delivered before the Na- 
tional Civic Club of Brooklyn, N. Y., April 11, 1899.) 





The close of the nineteenth century finds in the United 
States a condition of things that in many respects fur- 
nishes an interesting parallel to that in England at the 
close of the sixteenth. The subjects of Queen Eliza- 
beth had just emerged victorious from a_ conflict 
with Spain that deprived that country of power and ter- 
ritory and opened the way for the extension of Anglo- 
Saxon dominion to remote parts of the earth. And as 
in the United States at the present time, the popular mind 
is profoundly agitated on the subject of monopolies, so 
it was in England at that period. We are informed by 
the historian Macaulay that “there was scarcely a family 
in the realm that did not feel itself aggrieved by the op- 
pression and extortion which the abuse naturally caused ;” 
that “iron, oil, vinegar, coal, lead, starch, yarn, leather, 
glass could be bought only at exorbitant prices.” Some- 
what later the monopolists were thus characterized in a 
speech in Parliament: “They are a nest of wasps—a 
swarm of vermin, which have overcrept the land. Like 
the frogs of Egypt they have gotten possession of our 
dwellings, and we have scarce a room free from them. 
They sup in our cup; they dip in our dish; they sit by our 
fire. We find them in the dye-fat, wash bowl and pow- 
dering tub. * * * We may not buy our clothes 
without their brokage. These are the leeches that have 
sucked the commonwealth so hard that it is almost hee- 
tical.” 


But our parallel does not hold good throughout. 
These old English monopolies were created by the direct 
act of government, that is, by the crown. Such monop- 
olies were very common in medieval times, as they still 
are except in the most enlightened countries. Queen 
Elizabeth had been a most flagrant offender in creating 
them by the score. The abuses to which I have alluded 
led to a judicial declaration in the year 1602, just at the 
close of her reign, that these monopolistic grants were 
illegal at common law. A few years later they were 
declared illegal by act of Parliament, and have since been 
so regarded, both here and in England, though an ex- 
ception has been made in favor of investors, who are al- 
lowed to obtain the monopolies that we call patents.. 


But there is an obvious distinction between a monop- 
oly such as I have just described and one coming into 
existence without the direct assistance of government, 
and merely by virtue of the operation of the laws of trace. 
Of this character are, generally speaking, the monopolies 
called “trusts.” In England, while, as we have just seen, 
monopolies created by the crown are illegal, there has 
never been, so far as I can discover, any distinct recog- 
nition of what seems to be the peculiarly American doc- 
trine that a monopoly coming into existence merely by 
virtue of the laws of trade is illegal. 

In England Parliament is, according to a trite saying, 
omnipotent; so in this country, apart from constitutional 
restrictions, are the State Legislatures, which, rather than 
Congress, correspond in our system of government to 
Parliament. Now Parliament, in the exercise of its 
omnipotence, has created some grinding monopolies, not- 
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ably the Bank of England, the East India Company and 
that gigantic financial bubble of the last century—the 
South Sea Company. So in the early history of the 
United States, during the period immediately following 
the Revolution, we find many instances of the creation 
of banking monopolies. Some of these old banks still 
exist, for instance the Manhattan Company Bank, of 40 
Wall street, incorporated just 100 years ago for the de- 
clared purpose of “supplying the city of New York with 
pure and wholesome water!” 

Later in the order of development came the legislative 
struggles, and incident bribery and corruption, associated 
with the obtaining of charters for the great transportation 
companies, railroad and canal. But, after a time, ar a 
surprisingly recent period, as it must now seem to us, 
the pressure of public sentiment resulted in statutes and 
constitutional provisions that greatly diminished legisla- 
tive corruption. Then came the era of general corpora- 
tion laws. Nowadays the process of making and filing 
a certificate and thereby bringing a corporation into be- 
ing without the necessity of application to any legislative 
body, is such a common everyday matter that it is diffi- 
cult to realize that this beneficent system has been in 
operation hardly more than a generation. The tremen- 
dous importance of this change of system has by no means 
been properly appreciated. The banking monopoly was 
finally and forever broken by the enactment of the Gen- 
eral Banking Law in 1838. Special charters were for- 
bidden, though with an unfortunate qualification, by a 
constitutional enactment in 1846." And from the time 
of the passage of the General Manufacturing Act, in 1848, 
and of the General Railroad Act, in 1850, we were fairly 
launched into the era of general corporation laws. In 
this review I have confined myself to this State, but in 
nearly every other State the course of events has been 
essentially the same. Our English cousins lagged behind 
us in this respect and there the era of monopolies and 
special charters was not fully succeeded by the present 
era until the so-called Companies Act became a law in 
1862. * * * JT have thus dwelt with perhaps un- 
due prolixity upon the origin and development of general 
corporation laws, for the purpose of emphasizing what 
seems to me to be the fact that what we nowadays 
call trusts, monoplies and the like, are, in a large sense at 
least, but a phase of a natural and continuous process of 
industrial and commercial evolution. The development 
of what I may call the general-corporation-law idea is as 
yet far from complete in this State certainly. Many bur- 
densome and vexatious restrictions exist. Thus, until 
very recently, it was necessary that a majority of those 
incorporating under our laws be residents of the State. 
This absurd medieval requirement was, in 1895, attenu- 
ated to the still absurd requirement that one of the in- 
corporators be a resident, and thus it remains. But I 
will not multiply instances, though tempted to do so. In 
several other States, notably West Virginia and New 
Jersey, the corporation laws are far in advance of our own. 
here may be formed a corporation, without limit as to 
capital, and practically without limit as to power and field 
of operations. Hence at the present time the office of 
the New Jersey Secretary of State is the manufactory of 
trusts and monopolies, so-called. They are simply gigan- 
tic corporations, formed under the general corporation 
act of that State, each with some millions or tens of 
millions of capital. 

_ Perhaps the most conspicuous recent instance is the 
Federal Steel Company, organized with a capital of $200,- 
000,000. It is said that the capitalization of such cor- 
porations recently formed amounts to over $3,000,000,- 
000. Of course the influence of these operations in finan- 
cial circles cannot be otherwise than conspicuous; we 





see it, for instance, in the current discussion as to how 
far the banks may probably go in lending on industrial 
stocks as collateral. 

Now, as to outward form and mode of organization 
there is no essential distinction between a New Jersey 
corporation formed to-day with $200,000,000 capital and a 
New York corporation formed forty years ago with $2,000 
capital. In short, there is no hard and fast line of dis- 
tinction between a trust and other corporations gener- 
ally. True, a corporation with an immense capital may, 
more nearly than others, approximate to obtaining a com- 
plete control of the supply of the particular staple in which 
it deals, just as an individual merchant in a particular 
town or city with a large capital may, more nearly than 
one with a small capital, approximate such control. But 
the difference between the business conducted by the pro- 
prietor of the country village general store and by a 
Wanamaker or a Loeser, is one of degree rather than of 
kind. 

But for the purpose of clearing away some of the con- 
fusion and mystery produced by the use of the word 
trust in this connection, it may be desirable to consider 
the circumstances associated with its introduction. The 
word as ordinarily used involves the idea of one person 
holding property not for his own benefit but for that of 
another, called the beneficiary; thus, one may hold as 
trustee for an infant, or a number of persons for the mem- 
bers of a church. Now, in the history of the develop- 
ment of industrial combinations, the employment of trusts 
is merely a passing episode. It dates from the organi- 
zation of what is known as the Standard Oil Trust, the 
original, and in many respects, a typical trust. It was 
formally organized in 1882, though existing informally, 
so to speak, some years previously. A number of per- 
sons independently engaged in the business of refining 
oil considered it desirable for professedly business rea- 
sons to combine their forces. At the present time such 
a result would be accomplished by organizing as a cor- 
poration. But it did not then seem to these independent 
producers to be necessary to go to that extent. So they 
simply transferred their property to a body of nine trus- 
tees, receiving therefor what were called trust certificates 
as representing their interest. These trustees were thus 
enabled to control these previously indpendent properties 
as a unit, their position being analogous to that of trus- 
tees or directors of a corporation. This mode of organi- 
zation was soon imitated as by the Cotton, Oil and Sugar 
trusts. But these trusts soon encountered technical 
legal difficulties that I need not here dwell upon. Thus, 
on account of the declared illegality of its mode of or- 
ganization, the Sugar Trust was in effect dissolved by 
the Court of Appeals of this State in 1890, and the Stand- 
ard Oil Trust by the Ohio Supreme Court in 1892. The 
Sugar Trust promptly revived as a New Jersey corpora- 
tion, called the American Sugar Refining Company, and 
still exists with a capital of $75,000,000. The precise 
legal status of the Standard Oil Trust at the present time 
is not altogether clear, and the matter is still involved in 
litigation. But the mode of organizing a trust, as [ 
have just described, has fallen into disuse, though the 
word still remains with the result of considerable con- 
fusion in the public mind. I may say in passing that 
car trusts, so-called, have nothing to do with our present 
topic. They are simply associations formed for the pur- 
pose of enabling railroad corporations to purchase their 
rolling stock on the installment plan, just as furniture is 
purchased. 

We have thus considered the mode of organization of 
trusts, so called; we have seen that they are simply cor- 
porations with a very large capital, enabling them, in 
some instances at least, to more or less completely con- 
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trol the supply of the articles in which they deal. There 
is, however, so far as I know, no case of a complete con- 
trol of the supply of an article in general use.. Nor is 
there likely to soon be, Regarding them, however, for 
the time being, as complete monopolies, let us consider 
them in some of their econoimc aspects. ! 

Ever since attention was first directed toward these 
igantic combinations, it is undeniable that there has ex- 

isted a very strong public prejudice against them. Perhaps 
this prejudice is due, in part at least, to abuses caused 
by monopolies of a radically different character, that is, 
the State created monopolies already considered. But 
let the cause be what it may, the prejudice exists. The 
date of the organization of the Standard Oil Trust in 
1882 may be regarded as the commencement of the pres- 
ent era of anti-trust agitation. The rising tide of public 
feeling manifested itself in the result of investigations 
carried on in 1888 by committees appointed by the 
United States House of Representatives, by the New 
York Senate and by the Canadian House of Commons. 
In the following year, 1889, anti-trust laws, so-called, 
were enacted in eight States, namely, Kansas, Maine, 
Michigan, Missouri, Nebraska, North Carolina, Tennes- 
see and Texas;.and in the new States of Idaho, Montana, 
North Dakota, Washington and Wyoming constitutional 
provisions to the same effect were adopted. In 1890 
Congress enacted the Federal anti-trust law. Other 
statutes have been enacted to the same effect, so that 
now they exist in about two-thirds of the States and Ter- 
ritories, including one enacted in this State in 1897, un- 
der which proceedings have been carried on, but thus far 
without successful result, against a combination of coal 
producers. Anything like a discussion of the contents 
of these statutes would involve an amount of professional 
and technical detail] unsuited to the present occasion. 
The crudity of many of them is marvelous. 
of illustration I will refer to what is, indeed, not yet a 
law, but seems likely to become one, being a bill that has 
been favorably reported this session by the Judiciary 
Committee of the New York Senate. This bill in literal 
terms makes unlawful every agreement or understand- 
ing between one individual and another to fix the price of 
any commodity. I.think you will see at a glance that 
this law (if it becomes a law) would practically prohibit 
the operations of any business partnership. It would be 
unlawful, for instance, for the two proprietors of a coun- 
try grocery to agree upon the price of a pound of sugar 
in their stock. The same criticism is applicable to many 
of the anti-trust acts already in existence in other States. 
The very extremity of their absurdity has prevented them 
from being actually enforced. Moreover, the bill to which 
I refer entirely fails to include within its prohibition the 
real trusts of the present day, the large corporations to 
which I have referred. It contains, indeed, a prohibi- 
tion against a combination between a corporation and 
another corporation, partnership or individual to fix 
prices, but none against a corporation acting independ- 
ently of such a corporation. 

Having thus considered the general nature of trusts, 
and the history of legislation directed against them, let 
us now turn to the more practical aspect of our topic. Are 
trusts, as thus described, beneficial? If not, what legisla- 
tion, if any, is requisite for the purpose of correcting -the 
evils produced by them. 

In the year 1602, in a decision to which I have al- 
ready alluded, an English court declared illegal as a mon- 
opoly a grant by Queen Elizabeth to one Edward Darey 
of the exclusive right to make and sell playing cards 
within the realm. The case is known in legal literature 
as the Case of Monopolies. In the decision are thus 

pointed out three supposed evils as incident to 
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every monopoly: First, “The price of the com- 
modity will be raised, for he who has the sole selling 
of any commodity, may and will make the price’ as he 
pleases.” Second. “After the monopoly is granted. the 
commodity is not so good and merchantable as it was 
before; for the patentee having the sole trade, regards 
only his private benefit, and not the commonwealth.” 
Third. “It tends to the impoverishment of divers artificers 
and others who before by the labor of their hands in their 
art or trade had maintained themselves and their fam- 
ilies, who will now of necessity be constrained to live in 
idleness and beggary.” Here it is quaintly said: “And 
the common law in this point agrees with the equity of 
the law of God,” adding a quotation from the Mosaic law. 
Now, so far as my observation goes, the evils produced, 
or supposed to be produced, by the trusts of the present 
day are precisely the evils produced by those old Eng- 
lish state-created monopolies of three centuries ago. Let 
us consider these evils in order. 


The most obvious objection to trusts and the one most 
frequently urged is their power to raise prices. As ex- 
pressed in the language of this old English decision, it is 
commonly supposed that one having an absolute mon- 
opoly of the manufacture and sale of a particular article 
will, as a matter of course, raise the price to the point of 
extortion. But let us look at the question from the stand- 
point of practical experience. I confess I have made no 
detailed study of the influence of the existence of in- 
dustrial combinations upon the prices of particular 
staples. I understand that the Industrial Commission 
recently appointed by Congress will give special attention 
to this subject, which has been referred to the well known 
economist, Prof. Jenks, of Cornell. Perhaps we shall ob- 
tain light from its investigations. But, as it is, it is 
perhaps too early to give a definite and final answer to 
the question involved. The price of a given article is 
commonly the result of a complex combination of condi- 
tions, of which the existence of a trust may be only one. 
The evidence available would seem, however, to justify 
the conclusion that while in particular instances com- 
binations controlling the supply of particular articles have 
used their power to raise prices, this is not necessarily the 
result. Thus, coincidently with the growth of the Stand- 
ard Oil Trust, the price of refined oil has fallen from 
thirty or forty cents to less than ten. Similar results seem 
to appear in connection with the Sugar Trust. 

I pass now to the second objection, the deterioration 
of quality. What I have already said as to prices wil! 
largely apply here. In case of the Standard Oil Trust, 
for instance, the quality of the refined oil produced by it 
has improved, while the price has been falling. 

I pass now to the third objection, which may, per- 
haps, be briefly characterized as the disappearance of the 
small, independent producer. This objection involves ef- 
fects far more subtle, involved and complex than the 
other two. What is doubtless a widely prevalent public 
sentiment on this point is thus expressed by Mr. Justice 
Peckham, in rendering the decision of the United States 
Supreme Court two years ago, declaring illegal, as in 
contravention of the Federal anti-trust act, the combina- 
tion among railroad companies known as the Trans- 
Missouri Freight Association. After admitting that 
trusts may, under certain conditions, reduce prices, he 
continues: “Trade or commerce under those circum- 
stances may, nevertheless, be badly, and unfortunately re- 
strained by driving out of business the small dealers and 
worthy men, whose lives have been spent therein, and 
who might be unable to readjust themselves to their 

altered surroundings. * * * It is not for the real 





prosperity of any country that such changes should oc 
cur which result in transferring an independent business 
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man, the head of his establishment, small though it might 
be, into a mere servant or agent of a corporation for sell- 
ing the commodities which he once manufactured or dealt 
in, having no voice in shaping the business policy of the 
company and bound to Ag orders issued by others.” 
Speaking generally, this may be admitted to be an evil 
incident to the existence of trusts, at least in their earlier 
stages. But perhaps there is something to be said on the 
other side. While the employee in a large establishment 
may have lost the independence of hig position as propri- 
etor of a small establishment, yet larger remuneration 
and diminished prices of the articles purchased by him 
may afford him new opportunities for personal and social 
development. Thus, though his development may be 
restricted so far as concerns the time actually devoted to 
his business, it may be enlarged, so far as concerns the 
time devoted to relaxation and recreation. In this con- 
nection some light may be furnished by the record of the 
tremendous industrial changes involved in the introduc- 
tion of machinery and the factory system at the close of 
the last century. Previously production had, generally 
speaking, been the result of individual, scattered, inde- 
pendent effort. Cloth, for instance, was manufactured in 
the home or small shop. Then came the mighty change 
through which the independent producers became em- 
ployees of the great millionaire. Factory towns sprung up 
in the place of field and forest. While the introduction of 
machinery and the factory system has involved many in- 
cident evils, yet few of us would be willing to return to 
the system of individual, scattered, independent effort. 
Without, however, pausing to further discuss the ques- 
tion whether trusts are in their general influence bene- 
ficial, I shall assume that they do produce the evils 
charged against them. In this view, what legislation, if 
any, is desirable? 

In medieval days, legislators proceeded on the rude 
theory of the Irishman who formulated, as a rule of ac- 
tion, “When you see a head, hit it;” that is to say, when- 
ever the legislature saw an evil, or what it supposed to be 
an evil, it hit it with a statute. This medieval conception 
of the function of legislatures still powerfully prevails at 
Albany, not to look further, But from the standpoint of 
more modern conceptions, even assuming trusts to be in 
their general influence evil, it is not a necessary conclu- 
sion that the evils produced call for legislation. We have 
learned to place much confidence in the power of an ac- 
tive, healthy commercial community to eject from its sys- 
tem without the aid of legislative medicine evils incident 
to growth. But here I make another assumption, namely, 
that the evils produced by trusts do call for some pro- 
hibitory or restrictive legislation. What form shall it 
take? 

The first difficulty encountered by the anti-trust legis- 
lator is the separation of the sheep from the goats, the 
good from the bad. Just when is a corporation a trust, 
and when not? Not all the wisdom of legislators has yet 
evolved a satisfactory answer to that question. Assum- 
ing, however, this difficulty to be overcome, in my view 
the only evil incident to the existence of trusts against 
which legislation is practicable is the raising of prices. 
Hitherto the general method has been to strictly prohibit 
the existence of trusts; in my view, they merely require 
restriction and regulation. Combination produces enor- 
mous benefits in the shape of diminished cost of produc- 
tion and improved quality. If now the public can secure 
these benefits, the general good is obviously promoted. 
This method of restriction and regulation is commonly 
employed in dealing with gas and railroad companies, for 
instance. We do not nowadays seek so much to prevent 
the producers of gas or carriers by railroad from com- 
bining, as to prevent them from overcharging after they 





have combined. My suggestion is that there be estab- 
lished a State Commission with power to secure informa- 
tion as to conditions of production and to fix a maximum 
price, where necessary. The complex relations of our 
Federal and State governments might produce some 
new questions of adjustment as between a commission 
created by authority of a State and one created by Con- 
gress, but upon a discussion of this, a professional tech- 
nical question, I shall not enter. 

It has frequently been urged in effect that the only 
anti-trust legislation necessary is the removal of the 
artificial protection afforded to certain industries by the 
tariff laws. Cases like that of the steel rail combination 
seem to furnish some plausibility to this contention. I 
merely raise the point here, without entering upon dis- 
cussion in detail. 

But what is the trend and drift of the present course of 
development of these gigantic combinations? This is, 
after all, the most interesting and practical question. 
Senator Depew depicted their development from the con- 
dition of independent, scattered, individual effort as it 
existed twenty-five years ago, and predicted that in the 
near future the present system will break down and dis- 
appear, involving a return to the conditions of twenty- 
five years ago. I confess that I see no ground for Senator 
Depew’s prediction any more than I see a prospect of the 
breaking down and disappearance of the system of ma- 
chinery and factories. Rather will the present course of 
industrial development, itself the culmination of a long 
process, continue to its logical conclusion. Mr. Bellamy 
based his “Looking Backward” on the theory that the 
process would culminate in what is in essence Socialism, 
that is, the direct carrying on of production by the State 
itself. To me, however, the goal of this process of in- 
dustrial development seems to be in absolutely the op- 
posite direction from that of State control; rather toward 
a condition of things when gigantic corporation will per- 
form functions hitherto commonly supposed to be purely 
governmental, thus the currency and postal facilities. 
Under these conditions the functions of Government 
will be few and inconsequential. To take a practical 
illustration, it is a burning question in the Borough of 
Manhattan at the present time whether transportation 
facilities on a large scale shall be furnished by public or 
private enterprise. Under the conditions to which I have 
just alluded, no such question would be raised; it would 
be accepted without question that this is a function for 
purely private enterprise. I am not here asserting that 
the condition of things toward which we seem to me to 
be tending is desirable; merely that it seems to me to be 
practically inevitable. 

In conclusion I would say that my general view of 
the results already produced and likely to be produced by 
these combinations is somewhat optimistic. Assuming 
that the evils charged against them exist and that no 
adequate legislative remedy can be devised, my con- 
fidence in the workings of purely industrial and com- 
mercial forces is so strong that I feel satisfied that in the 
course of time they will prove effectual to eliminate all 
these evils, while preserving any substantial benefits. 
Even though the surface of the stream be troubled and 
wave tossed, we may yet rest secure in the belief that be- 
neath still flows the strong, steady stream bearing us for- 
ward and away from the dreary wastes of savage ex- 
istence into the broad ocean of the ideal civilization. 


Where a husband bequeathes to his wife his life in- 
surance, to be used in supporting herself and children, a 
conveyance by the wife to the children of property in sat- 
isfaction of their interests, though tee by them, is 
voluntary and voidable by creditors. itizens’ Bank v. 
Bradt, 50 S. W. Rep. 728.) 
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LEGISLATIVE REDRESS FOR MENTAL AN- 
GUISH IN TELEGRAPH CASES 


By Oscar A. Ecke. 

(Being a paper read before the Wisconsin Bar As- 
sociation Feb. 16, 1899.) 

On being asked to prepare a paper for this occa- 
sion, I was given the wide latitude to select any legal 
topic which might be of interest to the profession. Act- 
ing upon this suggestion, in responding to the honor 
of this call, I hastened to prepare a topic which once 
greatly interested me and at the time awakened an active 
discussion among the members of the legal fraternity. 
That topic was suggested by the issue involved in the 
case of Summerfield v. W. U. Tel. Co., reported in the 
87th Wis., beginning on page I. 

A telegram which ran, “Mother is dying. Come im- 
mediately,” was directed by one brother to another and 
handed to the telegraph company for transmission. 
Through the negligence of the company, however, the 
message was delayed in delivery some five days, during 
which time the mother died and was buried without the 
knowledge of the addressee of the telegram. Plaintiff 
claimed that he would have gone to his mother’s bed- 
side had he received the message promptly; but that, 
by reason of the negligence aforesaid, he, to his great 
mortification and sorrow, was deprived of the privilege 
of attending his mother in her last illness and of ren- 
dering to her memory the last sad offices and filial de- 
votion. The action was brought to recover for the men- 
tal suffering thereby occasioned. ; 

The culpable omission of the company was fully es- 
tablished and the resulting mental anguish undisputed. 
This left the following issue clearly defined before the 
court: “In an action against a telegraph company for 
negligence in transmitting or delivering a message,’ is 








mental suffering alone—though unaccompanied by any 
substantial pecuniary loss—a proper element of damages, 
provided such suffering was the natural and proximate 
result of the company’s neglect and the company had 
knowledge of the nature and importance of the message 
and the relation of the parties interested to the informa- 


tion contained?” This question our court answered in 


the negative, and thereby added another notable and. 


powerful enforcement to the growing weight of authority 
arrayed against the allowance of such damages in the ab- 
sence of legislative sanction. 

The above state of facts, I may say, is typical of a 
class of cases which, within the past fifteen years, has 
added an interesting group of conflicting decisions to the 
body of American jurisprudence. I cite these facts not 
for the purpose of criticising the conclusions of our hon- 
ored court, but rather to reflect the existing state of our 
Wisconsin law upon this important question, and for the 
further purpose of introducing the subject of this dis- 
course, whose principal aim shall be to suggest to my 
auditors the advisability of invoking legislative interven- 
tion to enable a person to recover from a telegraph com- 
pany damages for mental suffering occasioned by its 
wrongful and inexcusable failure to transmit and deliver 
a message under circumstances like those related. * * * 

Hitherto a number of our States have attempted to 
meet the grievous situation by invoking the aid of exist- 
ing legal principles through the instrumentality of the 
courts and without resorting to legislative enactment; 
and the result has been rather more pleasing to the tele- 
graph companies than gratifying to the general sense 
of justice and right. At the time of the Wisconsin de- 
cision, which, with the exception of a Dakota case, was 
the first of its kind in the Northwest, about a dozen or 
fifteen States had grappled with the question, with an 





7HE AMERICAN LAWYER. 


ee 


almost equal division of for and against the au- 
thority ‘of the Sioedecey oh eae eae legal 
precedents in the absence of legislative sanction. First 
one court would declare in favor of their allowance, and 
the next would perhaps oppose the same; and so they al- 
ternated back and forth for the past eighteen years, until 
at present about eight States, in strenuous and able argu- 
ment, maintain their inability under established legal 
principles to render the relief sought, while as many 
more stand out in hold and ardent opposition and as vig- 
orously insist that the allowance of such damages is no 
innovation of principle, but only new in the instance, and 
that the common law is amply potent even without legis- 
lative assistance to give full measure of redress to in- 
jured plaintiffs for mental suffering in such case. 
Opposed to such damages are the States of Kansas, 
Mississippi, Missouri, Georgia, Florida, Ohio and Da- 
kota, before admitted as States, besides Wisconsin and 
the federal authorities; also within the last few years Min- 
nesota and Arkansas have added their names to the list. 
In their favor stand Texas, Indiana, Kentucky, Tennes- 
see, North Carolina, Alabama, Illinois and, in a recent 
case, lowa, besides such able text writers and expound- 
ers of the law as Sedgwick, Sutherland, Shearman and 
Redfield, Thompson and Gray. From the Texas So Relle 
case in 1882, the first decision known, down to the Ar- 
kansas case in 1898, the latest upon record, the contest 
has been hotly waged; and so determined had been the 
opposition that there is scarcely an important decision on 
either side except by a divided court, and I doubt if in 
the past twenty years there ever arose another question 
about which there clusters such a brilliant and talented 
array of opposing dissenting opinions. 

Perhaps it may be interesting to notice some of the 
arguments pro and con, and. first of those opposed to 
damages for mental anguish. Says Judge Lurton, in his 
able dissenting opinion of the Tennessee case: “Such 
injuries are generally more sentimental than substantial. 
* * * ‘Vague and shadowy, there is no possible stand- 
ard by which such an injury can be justly compensated, 
or even approximately measured. * * * That dam- 
ages so imaginary, so metaphysical, so sentimental should 
be ascertained and assessed by a jury with justness, not 
by way of punishment to the defendant, but as mere com- 
pensation to the plaintiff, is not to be expected.” An- 
other argues that if such damages were allowed, the bur- 
den upon the telegraph companies would be greater than 
they could bear and continue to do business; that it would 
be like opening a Pandora box whence would emanate 
all sorts of ills in the shape of vexatious litigation to the 
sore discomfiture of the courts and the undue _harass- 
ment of the corporations. But the principal argument, 
as already intimated, is the claim that the allowance of 
such damages is without precedent in jurisprudence and 
would be a departure from long and established princi- 
ples and an abandonment of the tiniversal rule that no 
action lies for the recovery of damages for mental suffer- 
ing only when unaccompanied by physical injury or pe- 
cuniary loss. To substantiate this claim they cite with 
noticeable frequency the leading case of Lynch v. Knight 
and the Maine case, Wyman v. Leavitt, both negligence 
cases which were thrown out of court because no special 
damage other than mental disturbance was alleged or 
proven. 

In opposition to these it is argued that to draw a 
comparison between such cases, which admittedly en- 
force a correct principle of law, and the case in question, 
is to be guilty of the construction of false analogies and 
the exploitation of false logic; that he who uses this argu- 
ment loses sight of the all important distinction between 
a cause of action and an element of damage; that simply 
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because mental suffering alone can never support an ac- 
tiog je po reson, wa Ia. A.proper sane Kis 08-3 Bruges 
element of damages; that such is in fact the case. is 
comes, they say, from the fact that the law has always 
allowed more elements of damage than it has recog- 
nized legal rights and actionable wrongs; that, in other 
words, the law of torts as yet lags behind the law of dam- 
ages. The trouble with the above cases of the opposition, 
it is urged, is the utter absence of any cause of action 
whatever ; no legal right had been infringed, no legal duty 
violated. How then, they ask, with no standing in court, 
could damages, mental or otherwise, have been assessed? 
They then proceed to point out the difference between 
the ordinary negligence case like the above and the negli- 
gence of the telegraph company; that in the former case 
the law requires proof of special damage to the person 
or property right of another to constitute a cause of ac- 
tion, while in the latter case the negligence itself of the 
company constitutes the gist of action. Without a cause 
of action the law can award no damage, but once in 
court, the law gives full measure of redress for all in- 
juries, giving heed only to the general rule that in ac- 
tions ex contractu the damages must reasonably have 
been within the contemplation of the contracting parties 
as a probable result of the breach, and in actions ex 
delicto that they must be the direct, natural and proxi- 
mate result of the wrong complained of. In other words, 
where a legal right has been infringed and a cause of 
action truly obtains, the law allows full reparation for all 
damages, even where mental injuries are the only ones 
proven. Nor does this law stop because of the vague 
and shadowy character of such damages, but it allows 
all the circumstances to go to the jury for them to reach 
as just a verdict as an imperfect human judgment will 
permit. To illustrate that the law does in fact coin the 
tears of injured plaintiffs into silver dollars, attention is 
called to the Craker kissing case, to the Wisconsin Dra- 
per case of spitting into another’s face, for which sub- 
stantial compensatory damages were recovered; to the 
case of the mutilation of a corpse, and many others, in 
none of which there can be the slightest doubt of the ab- 
sence of any pecuniary damage or of physical injury. In 
all of these there was no damage other than mental, and 
yet the case was not thrown out of the court because 
plainly a legal right had been infringed and the cause of 
action was complete. In further answer to the argument 
of Judge Lurton, they point to the fact that the principle 
of the allowance of such damages is so intricately inter- 
woven in the fabric of the law of damages that it were 
hopeless to extricate the same; that we find it at every 
turn. In breach of promise cases, in actions of libel and 
slander, in malicious prosecution, false imprisonment 
cases, crim. con., seduction, assault even where no 
physical contact is shown, wrongful ejection from a train, 
interference with the right of seputure. In fact, says one, 
we are steeped in so far “that returning were far worse 
than going o’er.” Nor are the damages referred to above 
punitive, but by way of pecuniary amends for the plain- 
tiff’s mental injuries. That the law assumes in every case 
that the willful wrong brings damage upon the sufferer; 
that such damage is mental, not physical, actual, not 
imaginary, and though not pecuniary, yet deserving of 
compensation. 

Such are some of the leading arguments on both 
sides. To us, however, the learned discussion has no 
more than a passing interest, for, in a certain sense, it is 
no longer a theory that confronts us now, but a con- 
dition. The Supreme Court has forever silenced all con- 
troversy along these lines by deciding that henceforth 
no such damages in the absence of legislative enactment 
permitting the same can be allowed in Wisconsin, and 
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surely nd has yet been discovered with sufficient 
temerity to the court to reverse itself. 


Is it then worth our while to seek legislative redress 
for that which the courts are powerless to relieve? Ought 
the telegraph companies be made to pay substantial dam- 
ages in such cases? I think they ought. To me the sit- 
uation is indeed a travesty upon justice. Here we have a 
corporation enjoying all the rights, privileges and fran- 
chises of a common carrier; in its behalf the State exer- 
cises the right of eminent domain, and yet it enjoys per- 
fect immunity from damages in a palpable case of almost 
criminal negligence. Has the telegraph company in such 
cases no duty to perform which a citizen has a lawful right 
to compel? And if he has such right, is he not entitled to 
an adequate remedy to enforce the recognition of that 
right? Chief Justice Holt long ago used these words: 
“If a man has a right, he must have a means to vindicate 
and maintain it, and a remedy if he is injured in the exer- 
cise and enjoyment of it; and, indeed, it is a vain thing to 
imagine a right without a remedy, for want of right and 
want of right and remedy are reciprocal.” So salutary 
and so fundamental is this doctrine that it has been perpet- 
uated in the legal maxim, “Ubi jus, ibi remedium.” More- 
over, it has received explicit recognition in every State 
constitution in the land. We find it guaranted in our own 
bill of rights in these words: “Every person is entitled to 
a certain remedy in the laws for all injuries or wrongs 
which he may receive in his person, property or charac- 
ter; he ought to obtain justice freely and without pur- 
chase, completely and without denial, promptly and with- 
out delay, conformably to the laws.” 

Consider, too, that we live in a rapidly changing era. 
The evolutions of progress and the advancing needs of 
society make constant demands for the application of old 
principles to new instances, and the creation of new ones 
to meet ever changing conditions and circumstances, and 
which shall be more highly adaptive to the many new 
agencies that are daily springing into existence. Juris- 
prudence must therefore be progressive, and as the busi- 
ness of the courts is to practice conservatism, this prog- 
ress can only be instituted through the instrumentality of 
the Legislature. 

Then what should be done to remedy the situation? 
My suggestion is to amend our present section 1,778 of 
the Ann. Stats. by simply adding to the words “all dam- 
ages” contained therein the words “including damages 
for mental suffering shown to be the direct and proximate 
result of the negligence complained of;” and, if thought 
best to prevent excessive damages, I should add a further 
clause limiting all such damages to a maximum sum. 

A glance at our statutes will disclose the fact that a 
penalty in the nature of a fine and imprisonment is now 
provided in section 4,557 to punish negligence on the part 
of telegraph officials, and it may be asked, Why isn’t this 
sufficient? While the statute has the proper spirit and in- 
tent, its aim is rather to protect the public than to redress 
the individual. Surely under such a statute the injured 
party can have no reparation whatever. Moreover, it is a 
matter of common observation that this penalty is sel- 
dom, if ever, invoked. Only few people know of the ex- 
istence of such a statute; not one case can be found in the 
books to have arisen under the same, although all of us 
have known of and some of us experienced cases of pal- 
pable negligence falling within its scope. No one cares 
to complain; so the company’s servants go unwhipped of 
justice, and the corporation continues to employ boys of 
ten and twelve to deliver messages which concern the 
most important affairs of life. From the standpoint of 
public policy and expediency I should say, Permit a party 
plaintiff to recover personal damages for his mental suf- 
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fering under the circumstances I have pointed out. We 
all know that the pocket nerve is a very sensitive one, 
and the prospect of the certainty of money damages will 
undoubtedly do more to prevent carelessness in the fu- 
ture than any number of dead-letter penalties. These of- 
fenses would not go by without reprehension did the wis- 
dom of our Legislature provide a private remedy for the 
preservation of rights, to become an instrument of pub- 
lic correction. Immunity encourages a repetition of the 
careless act and at present the company goes ‘Scot free.” 

Telegraph companies may cry destruction and imag- 
ine impending ruin, but such exhibitions of alarm are 
only an admission of guilt by which they accuse them- 
selves. If they cannot thrive except by wrong-doing they 
had better perish all. Their safety lies in the simply duty 
of exercising only ordinary care and diligence. Besides, 
they hold in their grasp all the data whereby to exculpate 
themselves; let them, then, be thrown upon their proofs, 
and should they fail to explain away the positive evidence 
of negligence, let them be mulcted in damages for all con- 
sequences, including that of mental suffering. In that 
way alone can justice obtain where now a man with a just 
cause may be laughed out of court and have insult added 
to injury by having the price of the telegram returned to 
him. The outrage on the face of it calls for redress. 

We all recognize, I’m sure, that the telegraph com- 
pany has become a great public agency. Though of com- 
paratively recent origin, telegraphy has grown to be a 
common factor in our civilization. The electric current is 
indeed the very life blood of the nation. “Enterprises of 
great pith and moment” hang upon its pulsations. So 
closely is the business of the telegraph company related 
to the feelings and affections of men and so widely em- 
ployed, that there is the greatest possible need of prompt 
and diligent service. Unlike a common carrier of goods, 
its functions is to carry intelligence in place of merchan- 
dise. Its transactions lie wholly within the mental do- 
main, and while its misfeasance never results in the loss 
of goods or impairment of their value and sometimes oc- 
casions pecuniary loss, yet in a great many instances it 
occasions only injuries to the emotions and feelings and 
an impairment of intellectual peace. It is for this reason 
that I cannot consider it anomalous or absurd to make 
the company pay damages for mental suffering caused by 
its negligence. I consider the contract which the tele- 
graph company undertakes in such instances parallel to 
the contract of marriage. Ordinarily, of course, mental 





suffering is not within the contemplation of the parties to 
a contract, since few contracts have a direct relation to 
the feelings and sensibilities of the parties entering into 
the same. Not so with the contract of marriage or the 
contract of the telegraph company in the case supposed. 
The very elements involved in such contracts are other 
than pecuniary. The telegraph company when it accepts 
the toll and agrees to transmit a death message knows 
that it is dealing with the feelings and emotions of an- 
other; it is presumed to know that a breach of its obliga- 
tion will result in great mental distress to the party 
wronged. The mere reading of the dispatch suggests the 
consequences of delay or failure to deliver. Remember 
the words in the Wisconsin case: “Mother is dying. 
Come immediately.” It is indeed a parody on justice and 
an outrage to common sense to permit a telegraph com- 
pany to escape with nominal damages in such a case, 
when in a case of a dispatch in which dollars and cents 
instead of human hearts are involved the injured party 
gets full reparation. 
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Kelley v. Shimer et al. (Supreme Court of Indiana, 
decided March 14, 1899.) 


A conveyance in terms a deed, but which provides that it is to take 
effect and be in full force after the death of the grantor is a deed and not & 
testamentary disposition of land. 

Ayers & Jones for plaintiff. 
fendants. 


Monks, C. J. Appellee, as the administrator of the estate 
of Eliza J. Clements, deceased, filed his petition against appel- 
lants, and obtained an order to sell certain real estate to make 
assets for the payment of claims allowed against said estate. 
It appears from the record that in May, 1886, Eli Cossell ex- 
ecuted to her daughter Bliza Jane Clements an instrument in 
writing which was in the ordinary form of a warranty deed, 
except that, after the regular granting words and the descrip- 
tion of the land, it read as follows: “This deed is to take 
effect and be in full force on and after the death of this grantor, 
Eliza Cossell. This deed, grant and conveyance is made to the 
grantee, to have and to hold the same during her natural life; 
and after the death of the grantee, Bliza Jane Clements, then 
the above-described real estate shall be the absolute property 
of the heirs of the body of Eliza Jane Clements, grantee 
herein.” Said written instrument was in the year 1886 recorded 
in the deed records of Marion county, Ind. Said Eliza Jane 
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Clements died intestate in the year 1894, leaving, as her only 
heirs, appellants Minter Clements, her husband, and Anna J. 
Clements and Bessie M. Clements, her children. Afterwards, 
in 1897, said Eliza Cossell died, intestate, leaving, as her only 
heirs, said Anna J. Clements and Bessie M. Clements. Appel- 
lants insist that, “while the instrument in question is in form a 
deed, it is in fact an attempted testamentary disposition of the 
grantor’s land, and not being executed with the requisites of a 
will, passed no title to Eliza Jane Clements, appellee’s intestate, 
but said real estate, on the death of Eliza Cossell, was inherited 
by said Anna J. and Bessie M, Clements, her grandchildren.” 
It is conceded by appellants, however, that, if said instrument 
is a deed, the land described therein is a part of the estate of 
Eliza Jane Clements, and that the court correctly ordered the 
sale of said land on the petition of appellee. 

The rule is that “an instrument having all the formalities of 
a deed will be construed to operate as a deed, wherever it ap- 
pears therefrom that it was the intent of the maker to convey 
any interest whatever to vest upon the execution of the paper. 
If, however, it appears that all the estate which it was the 
purpose to convey was reserved to the grantor during his life, 
and that the deed was only to take effect upon the death of 
the grantor, it will be construed to be testamentary in its char- 
acter.” Spencer v. Robbins, 160 Ind. 580, 584, 5 N. EB. 726; Wall 
v. Wall, 30 Miss. 91; 19 Cent. Law J. 46. The instrument in ques- 
tion embodies all the requisites of a statutory deed, as pro- 
vided by section 3346, Burns’ Rev. St. 1894 (section 2927, Horner’s 
Rev. St. 1897), and clearly vested in the grantee an estate in 
fee simple, unless the recitals following the description of the 
real estate have a contrary effect. The general rule laid down 
by the authorities is that a declaration that the deed shall not 
go into effect until the death of the grantor does not give it a 
testamentary character. Jones, Real Prop. § 527, and cases cited 
in notes. The cases decided by this court hold that recitals 
in deeds substantially the same as those in this case did not 
render such instruments testamentary in character, but that 
they conveyed an estate in fee simple when the instruments 
were executed, and that the only effect of such recitals was to 
reserve a life estate to the grantor, and thus postpone the 
possession of the grantee until after the death of the grantor. 
Cates v. Cates, 135 Ind. 272, 275, 276, 34 N. BE. 957; Wilson v. Car- 
rico, 140 Ind. 633, 40 N. E. 50, 49 Am. St. Rep. 213, and note 
pages 219-221; Owen v. Williams, 114 Ind. 179, 15 N. E. 678; Spen- 
cer v. Robbins, supra. The same rule is declared in the follow- 
ing cases: White v. Hopkins, 80 Ga. 154, 4 S. EB. 863; Seals v. 
Pierce, 83 Ga. 787, 10 S. E. 589; Johnson v. Hines, 31 Ga. 720; 
Bunch v. Nicks, 60 Ark. 367, 78. W. 563; Schackelton v. Sebree, 86 
Ill. 616; Wall v. Wall, supra; Wyman v. Brown, 50 Me. 139; Ab- 
bott v. Holway, 72 Me. 298; Chancellor v. Windham, 1 Rich. Law, 
161; Phillips v. Lumber Co., 94 Ky. 445, 22 S. W. 652, 42 Am. St. 
Rep. 367, and note page 370; Reynolds v. Towell (Ky.) 11S. W. 202; 
Devl. Deeds, § 855b; Jones, Real Prop., §§ 526, 527. In Owen v. Will- 





iams, 114 Ind. 188, 15 N. B. 684, the language of the deed was that 
the grantors of the deed, naming them, “convey and warrant 
to” the grantee, naming him, “after my decease and not be- 
fore, the following real estate,” describing it. The court said: 
The use of the phrase therein, ‘after my decease, and not be- 
fore,’ did not make the deed testamentary in character, but 
operated merely to show that the grantee’s use and enjoyment 
of the lands conveyed would not begin under such deed until 
after the grantor’s death, and not before. Spencer v. Robbins, 
106 Ind. 580, 5 N. E. 726.” In Cates v. Cates, supra, the deed 
ontained this provision: “The grantor hereby expressly ex- 
epts and reserves from this grant all the estate in said lands, 
and the use and occupation, rents and proceeds, thereof, unto 
himself during his natural life.” In Wilson v. Carrico, supra, 
the deed contained a provision ‘‘to be of none effect until after 
the death of the grantors, then to be in full force.” In White v. 
Hopkins, supra, the deed contained this provision: “The title 
to the above-described tract of land to still remain in said 
grantor for and during his natural life, and at his death to 
mmediately vest in the said’ grantee. In Seals v. Pierce, 
supra, the provision was: “This deed is to go into effect after 
the death of said Nancy Copelan, of the first part, she claiming 
her right to hold the land so long as she lives; then, at her 
leath, all franchises and right which she may hold, to be to 
the party of the second part, to be by her willed or conveyed 
as the party of the second part may elect.” In Johnson v. 
Hines, supra, the grant was, “To have and to hold after my 
death the aforesaid property.” In Bunch v. Nicks, supra, the 
provision was that “the deed shall go into full force and effect 
at my death.”’ In Shackelton v. Sebree, supra, the provision 
was: “This deed not to take effect until after my decease; not 
to be recorded until after my decease.” In Wall v. Wall, supra, 
the provision was:_‘‘The deed to take effect, as far as regards 
the handing over of-the property, at my death; and I reserve 
to myself the right to revoke it at any time during my life, by 
filing in the clerk’s office a written revocation under my hand 
and seal; and I do make known and declare that the signing, 
sealing, and delivery of this deed, and placing the same 
amongst my papers, is intended by me as a delivery of said 
property at my death, and to take effect at that time.’”’ In Wy- 
man v. Brown, supra, the provision was: “This deed or con- 
veyance not to take effect during my lifetime, and to take ef- 
fect and be in full force from and after my decease.”’ In Ab- 
bott v. Holway, supra, the deed contained a provision that “this 
deed is not to take effect and operate as a conveyance until 
my decease.” In Chancellor v. Windham, supra, the grantor 
gave, granted, and released to the grantee certain real estate 
“at my death, to have and hold,” ete. In Phillips v. Lumber 
Co., supra, the deed recited that “this deed is not to take ef- 
fect’’ until the grantor’s death, “he to have and keep possession 
of said farm during his life.” In Reynolds v. Towell, supra, it 
was provided in the deed that “this deed is not to take effect 
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after the death of myself and the death of my wife, Cyn- 
and at her death this deed shall be in effect.” It is clear 
an examination of the cases of Spencer v. Robbins, 


, Cates v. Cates, supra, and Wilson v. 
CO, 6! . dec this court, which are fully 
™ S eases | of last resort in other j 

cited, that provision’ that the “deed is to take e 
and SMES oe ome after the death of the grantor,” only 
postponed grantee’s right to possession until after the death 
of the grantor. It follows that the instrument in controversy 
was a deed. The judgment is therefore 





RES ADJUDICATA. 


Amzi L. Barber v. George H. Kendall. (Court of Ap- 
peals of New York, decided March 7, 1899.) 


J t in an action brought to enforce specific iments dint 
to a suit to rescind the contract on the ground of fraud. 


William W. Niles for plaintiff. Charles A. B. Pratt for 
defendant. 


O’Brien, J. The plaintiff in this action sought to rescind 
and set aside a written contract made between him and the de- 
fendant on the 27th of September, 1890. By the terms of the 
contract the plaintiff agreed to convey to the defendant certain 
real estate, and the defendant agreed to pay him therefor the 
sum of $20,000, by the transfer of two hundred shares of the 
capital stock of the New York Bank Note Company at par. A 
few days after the execution of the contract the plaintiff con- 
veyed to the defendant the land embraced within the terms of 
the contract, and received from him the consideration viz.: 
the two hundred shares of stock. The land thus conveyed was 
subject to a mortgage of $8,000, which, by the terms of the con- 
tract, the plaintiff agreed to pay and satisfy of record on or 
before July ist, 1893. The contract being thus executed, the de- 
fendant went into possession of the land. 


The plaintiff now alleges that the contract was infected with 
fraud, and upon that ground asks to have it rescinded. The 
complaint contains numerous specific allegations of false and 
fraudulent representations made to the plaintiff by the defend- 
ant concerning the value of the stock, the condition, financial 
resources and business of the corporation that had issued it, 
upon the truth of which representations it is alleged that the 
plaintiff relied in entering into the contract, and which, it is 
said, were known by the defendant at the time to be false, and 
were made for the purpose of defrauding the plaintiff. Upon 
the facts stated in the complaint the plaintiff would be entitled 
to maintain an action for a recission of the contract, and upon 
a finding of such facts in his favor, he would be entitled to the 
relief demanded. 


The allegations of the complaint, however, are all put in 
issue by the answer, and the defendant also pleads a former 
judgment in bar. The facts as to the former judgment raise a 
question of law upon which the appeal must be determined. It 
is alleged in the answer that the plaintiff failed to pay the mort- 
gage upon the land, as stipulated in the contract, and that 
subsequently, and in the month of December, 1893, the defendant 
brought an action against the plaintiff in the Supreme Court 
to compel a specific performance of the contract in that respect. 
That is to say, to compel the plaintiff in this action to pay the 
outstanding bond and mortgage and to procure the same to be 
discharged of record. The present plaintiff appeared and an- 
swered the complaint, and set up as a defense to the claim 
for specific performance the identical fraud in the transaction 
upon which the present action is based. Upon comparing the 
allegations of the plaintiff’s complaint in the present action 
with those contained in his answer in the former suit, it is 
found that they are substantially the same. It may be that 
in the complaint in the present case some additional facts in the 
nature of evidence are stated, but all of them could have been 
proved undcr the general defense of fraud contained in the an- 
swer in the first case. A pleading is not made any stronger by 
stating concisely and generally the facts constituting the cause 
of action or defense, and then following that up by stating the 
evidence by which the general allegations are to be established. 


The real issues are the same in the present case as in the 
former suit. The fact that the plaintiff has now amplified his 
former defense of fraud by stating the evidence to prove it does 
not change the issue. The same general fact was involved in 
this case that was involved in the former suit, namely, the ex- 
istence of fraud in the inception of the contract. In October, 
1894, the action for specific performance was brought to trial. 
and the record shows that the present plaintiff, who was the 
defendant in that action, failed to appear, whereupon the court 
proceeded to try the case and to make findings of fact and state 
conclusions of law which were embodied in the final decision. 
The court found that the contract was duly executed and de- 
livered; that the defendant in that action, among other things, 
stipulated to discharge the mortgage, and had failed to do so; 
that the plaintiff was entitled to a judgment for the relief de- 
manded and a decree was entered accordingly, with costs. Sub- 
Sequently the plaintiff in this action, under and in pursuance 
of that decree, paid the mortgage and procured it to be satis- 
fied of record, and also paid and satisfied the judgment against 
him for costs. 
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The action having been brought on for trial it was agreed 
between the respective counsel, in open court, that the ques- 
tion whether the present action was barred by the former judg- 
ment should be first tried, and if the court held that it was not 
barred the trial could then proceed. The defendant then offered 
in evidence the judgment roll in the former action, and the ques- 
tion with respect to its effect m this case was submitted 
to the learned trial judge, who d that it was a complete bar 
to the present action which defeated the plaintiff’s claim for re- 
lief upon the ground of fraud. This mode of trial, though per- 
haps not strictly regular, was assented to upon both sides, and 
the question presented was decided by the court without objec- 
tion. Subsequently the court rendered a formal decision in 
writing embodying the same decision, and in which it was held 
that the defendant was entitled to a dismissal of the complaint 
upon the merits, and judgment was entered in favor of the de- 
fendant accordingly. The plaintiff appealed from this judgment 
to the Appellate Division, and there the judgment was affirmed 
by a divided court on the ground, it seems, that while the 
former judgment was not a bar, yet the plaintiff had elected to 
affirm the contract and was, consequently, estopped from main- 
taining this action. 


The appeal, therefore, presents the question whether the 
former judgment was not a conclusive defense to the present 
action. We think it was. The cases are so numerous and so 
satisfactory upon this question that we do not think that much 
discussion or examination is necessary. It is quite clear that 
the failure of the defendant to appear and litigate the issues in 
that action does not change the legal effect of the judgment. 
The plaintiff is bound by the decision then made and by all the 
legal consequences which flow from it. He is bound not only 
by what was actually decided, but by anything else embraced 
within the issues and which could have been decided. It is 
quite certain that the judgment not only determined the exist- 
ence, execution and delivery of the contract, but, further, that 
it was a valid and binding obligation upon the plaintiff; that it 
was free from fraud and capable of being specifically enforced 
by the decree of a court of equity. Specific performance of a 
contract for the sale of lands wil] not be decreed in cases of 
fraud, or mistake, or of hard and unconscionable bargains, or 
where the decree would produce injustice, or would be inequit- 
able under all the circumstances. (Margraf v. Muir, 57 N. Y. 
155.) 


It having been adjudged that the contract was in its nature 
and character capable of being enforced specifically by a court 
of equity, the present claim of the plaintiff, that it was not only 
inequitable but void for fraud, is utterly inconsistent with that 
judgment, We must either contract the legal force and effect of 
the former judgment and ignore the legal] consequences involved 
in it, or discard the present, contention of the plaintiff, that the 
contract upon which it was founded is fraudulent and void. 
The judgment cannot have full force and effect and at the same 
time the plaintiff be permitted in this action to show that the 
contract was infected with a vice which would have defeated 
the first action. Had the plaintiff established in the prior suit 
the facts which he now asks to have adjudged he would, beyond 
all doubt, have succeeded in defeating the claim for specific per- 
formance. It is apparent that upon the vital question as to 
whether the contract was or was not infected with fraud, the 
parties have had their day in court and must be held concluded 
by what was then decided. If the plaintiff in this suit was 
not prepared to prove the facts in the former action, he should 
have applied to the court for a postponement of the case, or 
subsequently for leave to have the judgment opened to the end 
that he might come in with his defense. As the record now 
stands, there is no way in which we can avoid the consequences 
of the former judgment without disturbing rules of law that 
are well established. (Tuska v. O’Brien, 68 N. Y. 446; Pray v. 
Hegeman, 98 N. Y. 351; Griffin v. R. R. Co., 102 N. Y. 449; Bell v. 
Merrifield, 109 N. Y. 202; Goebel v. Iffla, 111 N. Y. 170; Lorillard 
v. Clyde, 122 N. Y. 41; Reich v. Cochran, 151 N. Y. 122.) 


In legal theory, at least, the judgment of a court of com- 
petent jurisdiction with reference to the facts in controversy 
is supposed to import absolute verity. In this case the former 
judgment decreeing a specific performance of the contract and 
a judgment in the present action that the same contract was 
void by reason of fraud in its inception would be such a plain 
contradiction that no refinement of reasoning or argument 
could conceal it. And yet that would be the obvious result if 
the plaintiff could now be permitted to institute an inquiry with 
respect to the origin of the agreement which was open to him 
in the first suit, but which was closed by the judgment. The 
plaintiffs present contention would be destructive of the prin- 
ciple upon which the verity of all judgments must rest in sub- 
sequent controversies between the same parties. 

We are, therefore, of opinion that the judgment must be 
affirmed, with costs. 


All concur, except Bartlett and Haight, JJ., dissenting. 
Judgment affirmed. 
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American Practice Reports 


On page 397 of Reporte of American Bar As- 
sociation 1898, this statement is to be found: 
“In the courts of our states inumerable prac- 
tice questions are constantly presented and 
considered, and a large proportion of the 
cases are affirmed or reversed on points in- 
volving the skill of the lawyer in trying his 
case rather than the merits of the contro- 
versy presented for decision.” 

Statistics of the Appelate courts for one 
year show 15,364 cases appealed. Of these, 
9,523 were affirmed and 5,841 were reversed. 
Of the latter 38 per cent. were reversed upon 
questions of procedure, or, in 38 out of every 
100 cases justice was either denied the liti- 
gant, or to gain his rights he had to submit 
to the anxiety, delay, and expense inevitable 
in a new trial. 

The American Practice Reports are at- 
tempting to perform a_ three-fold task; 
Ist, prevent justice from being withhe d 
from the mass of the people, 2d, lighten the 
labor and clear the dockets of the Appelate 
Courts, 3d, make it possible for lawyers to 
win all their meritorious cases instead of 
losing 38 out of 100. 

Write for a prospectus and sample number. 
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AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION. 


The American Bar Association, which 
has annually assembled at Saratoga, will 
this year meet in Buffalo, N. Y., Aw 
gust 28. 

In the latter part of the week this will 
be followed by a convention of the Inter- 
national Law Association. 

Several months ago the Erie County 
Bar Association, through its president, 
Spencer Clinton, sent formal invitations 
to the two organizations to hold their 
next convention in that city. President 
Clinton has appointed, as a local commit- 
tee to attend to the preliminary arrange- 
ments, the following attorneys: The Hon. 
Wilson S. Bissell and the Messrs. John G. 
Milburn, Adelbert Moot, Ansley Wilcox 
and James L. Quackenbush. This com- 
mittee has organized by electing Mr. Bis- 
sell as chairman and Mr. Wilcox as secre- 
tary, and has taken up the preliminary 
arrangements for the convention. The 
local committee will undoubtedly be en- 
larged into a suitable reception committee 
later. 

The headquarters for both conventions 
will be at the Iroquois Hotel. The busi- 
ness sesssions during the day and even- 
ing probably will be held in the Twentieth 
Century Clubhouse, where the large hall 
affords a suitable place for meetings of 
considerable size, and where convenient 
committee rooms and retiring rooms of 
all kinds can be provided. A suggestion 
of the probable size of the assemblage 
which is expected may be derived from 
the fact that a hall which will seat at 
least 500 persons is required. 


FLORIDA, 


Following are the official proceedings of 
the Bar Association of Gainesville, which 
held a meeting recently: 

The members of the ber of Gainesville 
met at the office of Horatio Davis. There 
were present Horatio Davis, W. W. 
Hampton, B. A. Thrasher, Evans Haile, 
H. G. Mason, C. Matheson, J. M. Rivers, 
L. J. Clyatt, J. A. Ammons and Robert E. 
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Davis. The object of the meeting was 
for the of considering proposed 
legislation offered by the Bar Association 
of Jacksonville relative to the relief of 
the Supreme Court and other measures 
proposing changes in the practice. 

On motion of B. A. Thrasher it was or- 
dered that this bar does not approve such 
proposed legislation relative to the relief 
of the Supreme Court, and that the chair- 
man and secretary notify the Senator and 
Representatives of this county of the 
sense of this meeting. 

On motion of B. A. Thrasher it was 
recommended that the members of the 
Legislature of this county work to defeat 
the effort to repeal Section 1265, Revised 
Statutes, as proposed. 

On motion of Robert E. Davis, it was 
ordered that the members of the Legis- 
lature from this county be requested to 
use their influence to defeat any effort to 
repeal Section 1365 Revised Statutes, as 
proposed. : 

On suggestion of Evans Haile, a dis- 
cussion was entered into relative to the 
abolition of the County Court. 

Remarks were made by Judge H. G. 
Mason, J. M. Rivers and B. A. Thrasher, 
which were in opposition to the bill now 
pending. 

It was moved by Evans Haile and sec- 
onded that the members of the Legisla- 
ture of this county be requested to use 
their influence to defeat the repeal of the 
act establishing said court, 


INDIANA. 


The executive committee and the com- 
mittee on admission of members of the 
State Bar Association of Indiana met at 
the office of the Clerk of the United 
States Court at Indianapolis on the morn- 
ing of April 20. Members of these com- 
mittees from all over the Sate and the 
city were present, and a yood deal of 
business was transacted by them. It was 
decided to hold the annual meeting of the 
State Bar Association July 6 and 7 at 
the State Supreme courtroom, in this city. 

The members will meet at 2 o'clock 
Thursday afternoon, July 6, when the cus- 
tomary address by the president, John R. 
Wilson, will be delivered. His address 
will be followed by a paper on the “Bench 
and Bar,” by William A. Ketcham, ex- 
Attorney-General of Indiana. After the 
paper of Mr. Ketcham, there will be a dis- 
cussion of it, and reports of committees 
and the transaction of other business of 
the association. 


On Friday morning, July 7, at 9.30 
o’clock the annual address of William 
Wirt-Howe, of New Orleans, formerly 
president of the American Bar Associa- 
tion, on ‘“‘Legal Ethics,”’ will be delivered. 
His address will be followed by the pa- 
per of John T. Dye, on “Limitations 
Upon the Freedom of Contracts.” The 
customary discussion will follow the 
paper, and other reports of committees 
will be submitted and discussed by the 
members. In the afternoon, at 2 o’clock, 
@ paper will be read by Timothy E. How- 
ard, of South Bend, late judge of the 
Supreme Court, the subject of which is to 
be “According to Law.’’ Another paper 
will be read in the afternoon by D. W. 
Comstock, one of the judges of the Ap- 
pellate Court, on “Evidence in Criminal 
Cases on Appeal.” Both of these papers 
will be discussed by the members, and 
other reports of committees will be sub- 
mitted. At night there will be a dinner 
at one of the hotels, with toasts. 


At the meeting of the committee on 
admission of members, George L. Rein- 
hard, late judge of the Appellate Court, 
and one of the law faculty of the Indiana 
University, was elected chairman of the 
committee, in place of Charles B. Stuart, 
deceased, to serve until the next annual 
meeting of the association. About fifty 
applications for membership were favor- 
abiy considered by the committee. 


IOWA. 


The Linn County Bar Association met 
recently in the courtroom at Marion 
for the purpose of taking action relative 





to the death of the late lamented Judge 
o 1 sion Srenented by Major Milo’ I 
resolutions, r 5 
Smith, were adopted and ordered spread 
upon the records of the court: 

“To the District Court of Linn County, 

State of Iowa: 

“At a meeting of a large number of the 
bar of different portions of the old 
Eighth Judicial District of Iowa, held on 
the 17th day of January, 1899, the under- 
signed were appointed a committee to 
express the sentiments and appreciation 
of the bar, for the life, character and 
service of Mr. Justice Rothrock, long a 
judge in the courts of this State. 

“Judge James H, Rothrock was a dis- 
trict judge for nine years, and for twen- 
ty-one years a Justice and Chief Jus- 
tice of the Supreme Court. During the 
civil war he was a gallant and able of- 
ficer in the defense of the Union. 

“He was one of our first citizens, he 
was a kind husband and father, a stanch 
friend, and won the love and confidence 


f all, 

“His ability and integrity were never 
questioned. In every position of trust 
and confidence to which he was called 
he always and under all circumstances 
performed his duty with unswerving fi- 
delity with a clear and unbiased judg- 
ment, and wholly uninfluenced by public 
clamor or personal consideration. 


“His thirty years of service upon the 
bench were rendered during the forma- 
tive period of Iowa jurisprudence, and no 
one judge has done more to establish a 
firm, dignified and clear exposition of the 
law than he. 

“His opinions, contained in sixty-one 
volumes of the Iowa reports, are models 
of clear analysis, forceful expression 
and strong common sense. 

“His whole life and character were an 
honor alike to the people whom he served 
and the positions he has graced so long 
and so well as a just and upright judge. 

“He will. long be remembered by the 
people of Iowa as a man of true emi- 
nence in every relation of life. But he 
is gone, though we trust the good he has 
done will long live after him, and con- 
tinue to benefit mankind when all here 
are forgotten. 

“All of which is respectfully submitted. 
“N. M, HUBBARD, 
“WILLIAM G, THOMPSON, 
“MILO P. SMITH.” 

Brief addresses were made by Major 
Smith, J. D. Giffen, J. H. Preston, John 
M. Grimm, Ed. H. Crocker, Hon. J. J. 
Powell, Charles E, Wheeler and Judge 
Thompson, all showing the high esteem 
in which Judge Rothrock was held as a 
citizen, as an attorney and as a member 
of the highest tribunal of the State. 


LOUISIANA. 


The Louisiana Bar Association held 
its annual meeting at Tulane Hall, New 
Orleans, on May 13. After the report of 
the President, Henry P. Dart, an inter- 
esting address was delivered by Hon. 
Hannis Taylor, of Mobile, ex-Minister to 
Spain, upon “Roman and English Law 
in Two Hemispheres.” 


MAINE. 


Mrs. Charles E. Wing has presented 
the Androscoggin Bar Association with a 
fine picture of the late Charles E. Wing. 


MARYLAND. 


The annual meeting of the Bar Library 
Association was held recently at Balti- 
more. Mr. A. W, Machen was re-elected 
president, and Messrs. Moses R. Walter, 
Edgar H. Gans, Edgar G. Miller, Jr., 
John J. Donaldson and George Savage 
were elected directors. Mr. H. O. Thomp- 
son was ineligible to re-election, having 
served five successive terms, and Mr. 
Savage was elected in his stead. 

President John P. Poe and Secretary 
Conway W, Sams, of the Maryland State 
Bar Association, have been appointed a 
committee to arrange the details of the 
fourth annual meeting of the association 
at Ocean City, on the 26th and 27th of 
July. The appointment was made 





at a meeting of the Executive 

held at Mr. Poe's office, ‘Piso. 
Mr. Poe and Mr. Sams, there were pres- 
ent at the meeting M. R. Walter, of Bal- 
timore; Be! in A. Richmond, of Cum- 
berland, and Stevenson A. Williams, of 
Belair. Hattersley W. Talbott, of Rock- 
ville, and J. Frank Parran, of Prince 
Frederick, were elected members of the 
association. The average membership of 
the association, it is said, compared with 
the number of lawyers in the State, is 
greater than that of any similar asso- 
ciation in the country. 

The Evansville Bar Association held a 
brief business meeting recently in the 
Superior Court room. Chairman Maier 
called for the report of the secretary and 
treasurer, which showed a balance in the 
treasury of $98, and a total balance due 
of $343. 

A resolution was passed reducing the 
annual dues. J. T. Walker reported that 
the library was in excellent condition, 
and that new books were being added 
almost every week. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Members of the Bar Association gath- 
ered in the Woburn courtroom on May 
6th to honor the memory of the late 
Parker L. Converse, who for many years 
was trial justice of the court, 


Benjamin E. Bond of the association 
spoke feelingly of the life and work of 
Judge Converse, and presented the fol- 
lowing tribute, which ‘was entered upon 
the records of the court: 

“The members of the bar, practicing 
before the Fourth District Court of Hast- 
ern Middlesex, desire to record their 
sense of the loss sustained in the death 
of Parker L. Converse,.formerly justice 
of said court. Judge Converse, as trial 
justice and as justice of said court, has 
acted as a magistrate in Woburn for a 
period of thirty-three years. His judicial 
career was creditable to himself, satis- 
factory to the members of the bar, and to 
the citizens residing within his judicial 
district, 

“On the bench he was uniformly pa- 
tient, courteous and fair. His simplicity 
of manner, his entire freedom from self- 
assertion and pretense were character- 
istic of the man and of the magistrate. 
He was never arrogant in the exercise of 
the power conferred upon him by the 
Commonwealth, and in the administra- 
tion of the duties of his office the per- 
sonal factor was carefully eliminated 
from consideration. He possessed the 
confidence and respect of all who ap- 
peared before him in court, and was a 
worthy representative of the traditional 
honesty’ and uprightness of the Massa- 
chusetts judiciary. 

“Resolved, That it is the sense of the 
bar that these words of testimonial be 
entered on the record of the Fourth Dis- 
trict Court of Eastern Middlesex, and 
that a copy thereof be transmitted to the 
family of the deceased.” 

At the annual meeting of the New Bed- 
ford Bar Association the entire list 
of officers was re-elected as follows: 

President—Alanson Borden. 

Vice-President—C, W. Clifford. 

Secretary—F, A. Milliken. 

Treasurer—-L. LeB. Holmes, 

Council—W. W. Crapo, H. M. Know!- 

ton, W. H. Cobb, L. T. Willcox, William 
Cc. Parker, E. Sullavon and E. D. Stet- 
son. . 
Nat C. Smith was present by invita- 
tion, and éxplained in detail the plans 
for the rearrangement of the old Institu- 
tion for Savings building for the use of 
the District Court. The plans were ap- 
proved, and the committee previously ap- 
pointed to act with the county commis- 
sioners in carrying out the changes was 
continued. The committee comprises F. 
A. Milliken, W. H. Cobb and W. ©. 
Parker. 

The meeting accepted the annual re- 
ports of the secretary and the treasurer. 

A committee to act with the county 
commissioners in the matter of increased 
accommodation at the courthouse on 
County street was appointed as follows: 
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L. LeB. Holmes, F. A. Milliken and Will- 
iam C. Parker. 
MICHIGAN. 


A number of Bay City attorneys met 
at the office of Mr. E. A. Cooley recently 
and took the initiatory steps toward the 
formation of a ber library. Mr. F. 8. 
Pratt was chairman and Mr. Luther 
secretary. A resolution was 
adopted looking to the immediate organi- 
gation of a corporation pursuant to the 
statute, with officers to consist of a presi- 
den, clerk and treasurer. 

NEBRASKA, 

‘At a session held recently in the Supe- 
rior Court in Omaha the rejuvenated 
Pottawattamie County Bar Association 
elected the following officers: President, 
Hon. D. C. Bloomer; first vice-president, 
Finley Burke; second vice-president, 
Spencer Smith; third vice-president, Ja- 
cob Sims; secretary, Clyde B. Atchison; 
treasurer, Mise Carrie L. Dodge. Charles 
M, Harl, George 8. Wright and John M. 
Galvin were elected members of the 
Grievance Committee. 

The first vice-president appointed the 
following committees: 

Finance Committee.—Messrs. George H. 
Mayne, Ozro S. Blanchard and John J. 
Hess. 

Court Committee.—A. W. Askwith, A. 
$. Hazelton and John N, Baldwin. 

Legislative Committee—W. H. Ware, 
N. M. Pusey and 8. B. Wadsworth. 

After considerable discussion of the 
matter the question of a fee bill was re- 
ferred to a committee composed of the 
following members of the association: W. 
H. Ware, A. W. Askwith, George S. 
Wright, S. B. Wadsworth and C. M, Harl. 
This committee is to report on the advis- 
ability of adopting a fee bill and on its 
character if one is to be adopted. There 
exists a difference of opinion as to the 
desirability of a fee bill. It is urged by 
those who oppose it that if a minimum 
bill were adopted it would become a max- 
imum bill, and there would be no getting 
around its provisions without offending a 
client and leaving him with the feeling 
that he had been robbed. It is argued 
that no fixed rule can be adopted for the 
government of charges in all cases. Elas- 
ticity is needed. Then, too, it is claimed 
that it is below the dignity of the pro- 
fession to have a schedule of rates post- 
ed in the law office. 

The meeting was called to order by the 
chairman pro tem. from the previous 
meeting, Mr. Wadsworth, who presided 
until the election of officers took place, 
when Mr. Burke took the chair. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


The annual meeting of Carroll County 
Bar Association was held at the Court 
House recently, and was well attended, 
most of the members of the Bar being 
present. 

The president, Josiah H. Hobbs, county 
solicitor, being engaged in his official du- 
ties, was unable to attend, and the meet- 
ing was presided over by Frank Weeks, 
Bsq., vice-president. 

The officers elected for the ensuing year 
Were: Frank Weeks, president; Arthur 
L. Foote, vice-president; A. M. Rumery, 
secretary and treasurer; John B, Nash 
and Fred B. Osgood, with the president, 
vice-president and secretary, Executive 
Committee. 

After the election of officers Mr. Weeks, 
as agent to sell the bond bequeathed to 
the association by the late Judge C. B. 
Gafney, presented his report, and also 
with Judge Abbott in behalf of the Exe- 
cutive Committee, presented their report 
in reference to the purchase of books for 
the Bar library. Both of said reports 
were accepted by the association. 

A. M. Rumery, treasurer, reported the 
financial condition of the association, 
which showed total receipts for the past 
year to be $900, total disbursements 
3156.20, leaving a balance in the hands of 
the treasurer of $743.80, which report 
was also accepted. 

The Bar instructed the treasurer to de- 
posit in some savings bank all money ex- 
ceeding $600 which has or shall come into 











his hands during the year, and the Ex- 
ecutive Committee was authorized to ex- 
pend the balance of the $600 now in the 
hands of the treasurer for books for the 
Bar library. 

Josiah H. Hobbs, Frank Weeks and 
Aldo M. Rumery were chosen a commit- 
tee to draft resolutions upon the death 
of the late Judge Pitman and A. B. 
Tasker, Esq., late County Solicitor, and 
arrangements were made for public ex- 
ercises relating to deceased members to 
be held on the following day at the com- 
ing in of the court in the afternoon, F. 
B. Osgood being invited to prepare and 
present remarks in commemoration of 
the life amd character of the late Judge 
Pitman, and Paul Wentworth in relation 
to the late A. B. Tasker. 

Remarks in approval of the work of 
the Executive Committe of last year in 
fitting up and furnishing a library room 
and the purchase of books were made, 
and a general appreciation of their labors 
was manifest. 

A. M. Rumery was chosen librarian to 
take charge of the room and books, and 
was authorized to prepare rules to be ap- 
proved by the Executive Committee, reg- 
ulating the use and care of the same. 

Subsequently it was voted that the Ex- 
ecutive Committee procure a portrait of 
the late Judge Gafney and hang the same 
in the library room in the courthouse in 
token of the high esteem and respect of 
Carroll County Bar and in appreciation of 
the generous bequest made by him in his 
will. 

The following resolutions were read by 
the president, Frank Weeks: 

“Whereas, In the wise Providence of 
God, our Brothers George W. M. Pitman, 
of Bartlett, the oldest member of. this 
asssociation, and A. B. Tasker, of Sand- 
wich, late Solicitor and also a member, 
have been removed from us by death 
Brother Pitman at Bartlett on the third 
day of December, 1898, Brother Tasker at 
Sandwich on the thirteenth day of No- 
vember, 1898, 

Resolved, That by the death of Brother 
Pitman we recognize the loss of an 
esteemed friend and brother, who during 
his long connection with this association 
had endeared himself to its members, 
by his genial and characteristic qualities 
of mind and heart, for which he was dis- 
tinguished. 

Resolved, That in the death of Brother 


Tasker we have lost an honorable and 
upright member of this association whose 
courteous manners, united with worthy 
traits of character, made him one of our 


valued members. He possessed bright lit- 
erary attainments, was a safe counselor 
and a man of strict integrity. 

Resolved, That the secretary furnish a 
copy of these resolutions to the families 
of our deceased brothers. 

Resolved, That the foregoing resolu- 
tions be presented to the court, with the 
request that they be entered upon its 
records. 

JOSIAH H, HOBBS, 

FRANK WEEKS, 

ALDO M. RUMBERY, 
Committee. 

Judge Stake, on Saturday, May 6, de- 
cided that the Allegany County Bar As- 
sociation is entitled to remain in posses- 
sion of the room in the courthouse, which 
the Legislature provided should be fur- 
nished as a library by the County Com- 
missioners for the use of the associa- 
tion. The Judge also decided that Messrs. 
Cochrane and Watson, two members of 
the bar who are not members of the 
association, have no right to use the 
room. Messrs. Cochrane and Watson had 
applied for keys to the room, on the 
ground that the books in the room were 
common property, a certain portion of 
the fines of the county, by legislative 
enactment, having been used to buy the 
books for the use of the association and 
the court. Their application was re- 
fused, and they obtained an order from 
the Commissioners compelling the asso- 
ciation to open the ilbrary. The Bar As- 
sociation then petitioned for a man- 








247 


damus, and Judge Stake decided the 
matter Saturday morning. The Judge 
decided that the law of 1880. was consti- 
tutional and not repealed, and as Messrs, 
Cochrane and Watson had never. at- 
tempted to use the room, the order 
passed was not technically an ouster; 
that in order to make it an ouster either 
one or the other would have to enter, 
and for that reason the petition for the 
mandamus was dismissed. The case may 
go to the Court of Appeals. 


OHIO. 


There was but a small attendance at 
the annual meeting of the Cuyahoga 
County Bar Association, which was held 
on the afternoon of May 5 in the Circuit 
Court room of the old court house. Be- 
sides the election of officers for the en- 
suing year the only business that came 
before the meeting was an amendment 
to the constitution, which provides that 
no member can be allowed to resign or 
withdraw from the association while un- 
der a cloud, or while charges of any 
kind stand against him. It was adopted. 

‘Another amendment adopted provides 
that any member who has been con- 
victed of a misdemeanor or other charge 
in a court of justice can be expelled 
from the association without being 
given a hearing before the trial com- 
mittee of the association. 

The officers elected are as follows: 
President, Judge E. J. Blandin; vice- 
presidents, James R. Garfield, J. M. 
Henderson and H. B. Chapman; record- 
ing secretary, Thomas H. Bushnell; cor- 
responding secretary, F, E. Higley; treas- 
urer, 8S. H. Tolles. 

The members of the Findlay Bar As- 
sociation held a very interesting meeting 
in the Circuit Court room Monday, even- 
ing, May 8. There was quite a large at- 
tendance. 

The annual address of President Black- 
ford was a masterly one, and was re- 
ceived in a pleasing manner by every 
one of the members. 

Addresses were made by E. T. Dunn, 
J. E. Todd, N. W. Bright, W. H. Kinder, 
W. L. David and others. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Among the features of the State Bar 
Association meeting to be held in Wilkes- 
barre July 6 and 7 will be addresses by 
James H. Torrey, of Scranton, on “Con- 
stitutional Prohibition of Special Legis- 
lation”; Walter George Smith, of Phila- 
delphia; Judge W. R. Hornblower, of 
New York; Justice Mitchell, of the Penn- 
sylvania Supreme Court; Judge Stanley 
Woodward, of the Luzerne County 
Courts, and others. 

The Erie Bar Association met on May 
3 to take action on the candidacy of Hon 
George A. Allen for a place on the Su- 
preme bench. 

The meeting was largely attended, and 
Col. J. Ross Thompson presided, with 
H. E. Fish, Esq., for secretary. 

Joseph P. O’Brien stated the object of 
the meeting, and after presenting the 
matter in his usually able manner, read 
these resolutions: 

“Be it resolved by the Erle County 
Law Association, That this association 
cordially indorses the candidacy of 
George A. Allen for the nomination to 
the office of Justice of the Supreme Court 
of Pennsylvania. His long and success- 
ful practice at the bar of Erie and sur- 
rounding counties, since his admission in 
1868, united with his continuous and 
honorable practice in the Federal courts 
and the courts of last resort in this 
State and our sister Commonwealths, 
peculiarly qualify him for the honorable 
discharge of the duties of the office. 

“His knowledge (derived from years of 
practice) of the oil, lumber and marine 
industries of Northwestern Pennsyl- 
vania will materially assist the court in 
reaching correct conclusions on the com- 
mon law of those important factors in 
our development as a Commonwealth, 
and greatly aid in safely solving the 
legal problems that will confront the 
courts for years to come. 
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fact that the eastern section of 
our bee gr apatggen with all its great 
industries, is so well represented in the 
court of last resort seems to us to em- 

of our request that 
the great northwest should have at least 
one 


tative. 

“Without regard to political affilia- 
tions, we desire to express our confidence 
in the integrity and eminent fitness for 
judicial duties of our honored president, 
George A. Allen, and fraternally com- 
mend him to the good offices of our legal 
brethren.” 

Col. Thompson spoke at length and 
with feeling upon Mr. Allen’s qualifica- 
tions for the place. 

Hon. B, W. Camphausen paid his re- 
spects to the memory of Erie’s il- 
lustrious Supreme Court Judge, the Hon. 
James Thompson, the father of Col. J. 
Ross Thompson, and then looked for- 
ward to the probabilities of the honors 
which should fall upon Mr. Allen. 

Gen. McCreary found much to admire 
in Mr. Allen’s career as a lawyer; but 
Senator Sill analyzed Mr. Allen’s abili- 
ties and qualifications, and exalted the 
fitness which he found in all these for 
Judge. Mr. Sill then moved that a com- 
mittee of five be appointed by thechair 
(Col. Thompson to be a member) to bring 
to the attention of the various counties 
the claims of Northwestern Pennsylvania 
for a place on the Supreme bench, and 
the fitness of Hon. George A. Allen there- 
for. The motion was adopted with a 
suggestion by its author that it should be 
composed of Democrats. As announced 
the committee consisted of Col. J. Ross 
Thompson, Joseph P. O’Brien, Esq., C. 
L. Baker, Esq., A. A. Freeman, Esq., and 
H. E. Fish, Esq. 

A well-attended meeting of the Bar 
Association was held May 5. An address 
upon the subject “The Profession of 
Law” was made by David D. Bruce, Esgq., 
the well-known attorney. He spoke upon 
the esteem in which the profession is 
held, and consequently, he said, a lawyer 
need not advertise himself, as his mis- 
sion is well known. 


TEXAS. 


The Dallas Bar Association met recent- 
ly and adopted resolutions recommending 
the appointment of Judge N. W. Finley 
as successor of Judge Leroy G. Den- 
man, who has decided to retire from the 
Supreme Court of Texas. A letter em- 
bodying the text of the resolution was 
addressed to Gov. Joseph D. Sayers, 
signed by seventy-six members of the 
bar. Judge Finley is the present Chief 
Justice of the Court of Civil Appeals at 


Dallas. 
VIRGINIA. 


The eleventh annual meeting of the 
Virginia State Bar Association will be 
held at Hot Springs, Va., Aug. 1, 2 and 
3, and the Executive Committee have 
made arrangements that insure an inter- 
esting programme. This year the annual 
address will be delivered by Judge Alex- 
ander Pope Humphrey, of Louisville, Ky., 
a distinguished member of the Kentucky 
bar. Hon. John Goode, of Bedford City, 
is president of the association, and the 
address to be delivered by him will 
doubtless be worthy of his fame. Papers 
will also be read by Marshall McCormick, 
of Berryville; James P. Harrison, of Dan- 
ville, and R. T. Irvine, of Big Stone Gap. 

WISCONSIN. 

There was a meeting of members of the 
Waukesha bar at the court house on May 
1 for the purpose of taking steps toward 
the organization of a county bar asso- 
ciatior. M. S. Griswold acted as chair- 
man ar.d Vernon Tichenor as secretary. 
Messrs. Armin, Clasen and Pierce were 
appointed Committee on By-Laws, and 
Messrs. Griswold, Ryan and Flemming 
were appointed to arrange for a banquet. 

CANADA. 

An annual election of officers of the 
Montreal Bar Association was held on 
May 1. 

Mr. J. A. C. Madore, M. P., was elected 
batonnier, by a majority of 12 votes. 
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Mr, L. H. Archambault was re-elected 


acclamation. 
Mr, W. J. White was elected treasurer, 
by a majority of 5 votes. 
Mr. J. C. Walsh was re-elected secre- 


Lamothe, and L. Masson. 
The retiring batonnier, Mr. C. B. Car- 
ter spoke briefly, expressive of his thanks 
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The new batonnier, Mr. J. A. Madore, 
was then called upon, and was loudly 
applauded, when he said he would do his 
whole duty to the profession both in and 
out of Parliament. 

Mr. W. J. White expressed the hope he 
might hand over the treasury in as good 
condition to his successor as he had re- 
ceived it himself, and added that in the 
present instance it was not at all a con- 
sequence, as it was said to be in politics, 
that when a man found a surplus of cash 
on hand, it was necessary to disburse it 
at once as a sign of merit. 

The meeting then adjourned. In the 
forenoon a pleasant function occurred 
when the following address was read by 
Mr. J. Dunlop, Q. C., to the retiring ba- 
tonnier, Mr. Christopher B. Carter, Q. C., 
after which he was presented with an oil 
portrait of himself, and a handsome 
clock. 

“The members of the Bar of the Dis- 
trict of Montreal desire to take advan- 
tage of the occasion offered by your 
retirement from the office of batonnier to 
express to you not only their esteem for 
yourself personally, but also their sincere 
appreciation of your constant services to 
the profession. We have noted your un- 
tiring efforts in the offices which you 
have successively filled. During the three 
years in which you were a member of the 
library committee, and the co ittee of 
the Bar in connection with the building 
of the Court House, your interest was 
unceasing, and your election to the offices 
successively of member of the council, 
treasurer of the Bar of the District of 
Montreal, and lastly as batonnier, the 
highest office in the gift of the Bar, is 
some token of the esteem in which you 
are held by your colleagues, who feel 
deeply gratified by your election to the 
position of batonnier-general of the Pro- 
vince of Quebec. 

“We further desire to present you with 
a lasting memorial in the portrait of 
yourself, which, we trust, you will allow 
to be hung in the rooms of the Bar, which 
already contain the portraits of several 
distinguished members of the profession. 

“We also ask your acceptance of a time- 
piece, which will, we trust, serve to mark 
not only the kindly feeling of your con- 
freres toward yourself, and the high 
standard of professional honor which you 
have set before them, but may also be an 
agreeable souvenir of the term of office 
which you have now completed.’ 

Mr. Carter, who was applauded on ris- 
ing to respond, did so in the following 
terms: 

‘My dear confreres, I beg you will ac- 
cept my best thanks for your hearty ex- 
pression of esteem and good will toward 
me on my retirement from the office as 
batonnier. I would indeed be wanting in 
feeling if I did not recognize the great 
honor you did me when, on two occasions, 
you elected me by acclamation to the 
highest post of honor in the gift of the 
Bar—and your expression of gratitude 
that I was elected batonnier-general is 
to me another proof of your regard and 
esteem, which I assure you will always 
remain impressed upon my memory. 

“Tf during the years I have been a 
member of your council, I have been of 
some service to the Bar, I assure you, you 
more than compensated me for what little 
I have done, in the presentation which 
you make me to-day of the portrait of 








pleasant recollections, I shall at all times 
be ready to assist to the best of my abil- 
ity in promoting the welfare and pros- 
perity of the Bar of Montreal.” 

The regular business of the meeting 
was then proceeded with, after the adop- 
tion of the minutes. 


The report of the council for 1898-99 
showed that there had been thirty meet- 
ings held. The council received sixteen 
complaints during the year, and investi- 
gated fourteen, and two were still pend- 
ing. There were no convictions. The fol- 
lowing members died during the year: J. 
P. O. Archambault, A. N. Monpetit, H. 
Sanche, M. Branchaud, Sir J. A. Chap- 
leau, J. J. Day, A. A. Gauthier, and C. S 
Burroughs. 

The council received a donation of 481 
volumes from the late Mr. Day. These 
have been placed in the library as well 
as an oil painting of the late Mr. Day. 
The committee on by-laws reported 
progress, and the new tariff will soon be 
ready. Action was taken in connection 
with having the Vice-Admiralty Court sit 
in Montreal, and also that French may 
be used in the hearings of the Exchequer 
Court when that court sits in this prov- 
ince. Mr. Arthur Delisle has been ap- 
pointed sole librarian at a salary of $1,200. 
The council is contributing toward hav- 
ing a Canadian law library at the Privy 
Council for the use of Canadian lawyers 
practicing there. The celebration of the 
fiftieth anniversary of the foundation of 
the council will be held in September 
next, and extensive preparations are be- 
ing made. 

Mr. Ethier, the treasurer, reported that 
the total receipts for the year had 
amounted to $12,454.79 and the outlay to 
$11,845. The council now had a balance on 
hand of $7,566.54. The chief items of rev- 
enue were: Bar subscriptions, $4,995; fees 
of candidates to study, $2,360; fees of can- 
didates for admission to practice, $4,690. 
There was a surplus of $4.05 for the last 
annual dinner of the Bar. 

The Batonnier then called for nomina- 
tions for the various offices. 

Mr. F. J. Bisaillon, Q. C., was nominat- 
ed for batonnier by Mr. A. E. Delorimer, 
seconded by Mr. W. J. White. 

Mr. J. A. C. Madore, M. P., was next 
nominated by Hon. J. E. Robidoux, Q. C., 
provincial secretary, seconded by Mr. M. 
Hutchison. 

Mr. H. C. St. Pierre said that he would 
second the last motion, and he was anx- 
ious at the same time to declare that al- 
though his name had been put forward, 
and he had been told that it was his turn 
to be batonnier, he would withdraw, as 
he had already done once before. In 
making this declaration he was glad to be 
able to approve of all that had been said 
to the credit of the retiring batonnier and 
of the latter’s late partner, whose name 
had also been alluded to. There was a 
time in the history of the Bar when the 
Bar itself selected the man whom it was 
anxious to honor, and they were spared 
the spectacle of seeing certain men in- 
triguing for office. Lately, a certain or- 


ganization had been formed among the 
youthful members for the purpose of rul- 
ing over the older members of the Bar. 
Then politics had been introduced into 
the question. One of the candidatures for 
batonnier had originated in a Conserva- 
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tion of Mr. Madore, since the/older mem 
bers had to retire for the younger ones. 

Mr. John Dunlop, Q. C., then submitted 
the name of Mr. L. J. Bthier, Q C., the re- 
tiring treasurer, for Been ne 

Mr. Ethier thanked Mr. Dunlop for his 
kindness, but he thought that he had 
done his fair share of work onthe council, 
and as both candidates nominated were 
competent men he would withdraw his 
name from the candidature. 

Mr. L. H. Archambault was then unani- 
mously re-elected syndic on motion of 
Mr. L. P. Brodeur, seconded by Mr. St. 
Pierre. 

Mr. M. Hutchison was nominated for 
treasurer by Mr. Victor Geoffrion, sec- 
onded by Mr. Ritchie, and Mr. W. ‘ 
White was nominated by Mr. F. S. Mac- 
lennan, seconded by Mr. J. U. Emard, Q. 
C., Mr. Ethier declining to accept re- 
election. 

The following gentlemen were nominat- 
ed for secretary: W. E. Mount, Charles A. 
Harwood, J. C. Walsh, J. O. Fournier and 
James Demers. 

The following were nominated for the 
council: Messrs. L. P. Brodeur, N. Char- 
bonneau, Thomas Fortin, M. P.; F. X. 
Dupuis, F. S. Maclennan, Louis Masson, 
L. G. A. Cresse, G. Lamothe, Q. C.; A. E. 
Delorimier, C. 8S. Campbell, Arthur De- 
lisle, M. L. Murchison, J. U. Emard, L. 
W. Sicotte, Jr.; J. T. Cardinal, Selkirk 
Cross, R. C. Smith. 

Messrs. Carmichael, Brossard, Monty, 
Rocher, Lamarche and Cusson were ap- 
pointed scrutineers. The voting was kept 
up to 3 o'clock. 

Immediately before adjournment a vote 
of thanks was extended to the officers of 
last year, also to the scrutineers and 
others who had assisted at the election. 

A meeting of the Quebec Bar Associa- 
tion was held on May 1, nearly one hun- 
dred members being present. 

All the Liberal members who could at 
all be prevailed on to come, attended, 
and especially all who held any position 
in the gift of either Government. Hon. 
Solicitor-General Fitzpatrick was there- 
fore re-elected batonnier by a majority of 
five over Liniere Taschereau, Q. C., and 
Mr. C. Deguise was elected secretary by 
a majority of one over Mr. L. O. Beau- 
bien, the present secretary, Of the coun- 
cil, Messrs. Pentland and Stuart are the 
only Conservative members. The Solici- 
tor-General and his friends made this 
election a party question. The majority 
felt so elated at their victory that they 
forgot the usual vote of thanks to retir- 
ing officers. 
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THE BAR AT LARGE. 


PERSONAL AND PORTNERSHIP NOVES. 


NEW ENGLAND STATES. 
CONNECTICUT. 

Bridgeport.—Alfred B. Beers has been 
reappointed city attorney for another 
term of two years. 

Glastonbury.—Thomas H. L. Talcott 
has been appointed a commissioner of 
the Supreme Court by Judge George W. 
Wheeler. 

Hartford.—Hon. John K. Buck has been 
appointed a commissioner of the Superior 
Court, 

Hartford.—Lyman 8S. Burr has com- 
Pleted his term as prosecuting attorney. 
He will assume his duties as Judge of the 
Police Court Monday, July 3 P. J. 
Markley is now prosecuting attorney, 
and James T. Meskill assistant attorney. 

New Haven.—The law firm of Maher 
& Conlan, whose offices have been in the 
Exchange building for three years, has 
been dissolved. An amicable arrange- 


at 





ment has been made between the mem- 
bers of the firm. Mr. Conlin will occupy 
the present offices of the firm, while Mr. 
Maher has leased a suite in the same 
building. 


New Haven.—James E. O'Connor has 
associated himself with the firm of Har- 
rison & Zachen. 


New London.—Gideon F. Raymond has 
removed his offices across State street 
from his old quarters above Keeney’s 
drug store. Mr. Raymond had occupied 
his old offices for twenty-nine years. 


MAINE. 


Bangor.—It is rumored that Chief Jus- 
tice Peters of the Supreme Court will re- 
sign on Jan. 1, 1900. He was appointed 
to the bench in May, 1872, and to the 
Chief Justiceship in September, 1883, so 
that, at the time of his retirement on 
next New Year’s Day, he will have 
served twenty-six years and eight months 
on the bench, over sixteen years of that 
time as Chief Justice. He will be 77 years 
of age in October next. 


As for the successor of Chief Justice 
Peters, it is generally conceded that the 
choice will lie between Justices Lucillius 
A. Emery and Andrew P. Wiswell, 
both of Ellsworth, while former At- 
torney General Frederick A. Powers of 
Houlton is considered as the most likely 
to receive the appointment to the va- 
cancy on the bench that will be caused 
by the promotion of one of the present 
justices to fill the Chief Justiceship, 

Bangor.—Chapman & Worster and 
Wm. B. Peirce, Esq., attorneys, who 
have had offices in the Elm building on 
Hammond street, which is to be rebuilt 
at once, havé moved to their new quar- 
ters in the building on Centra) street, re- 
cently remodelled by Hon. J. P. Bass. 
Mr. Peirce will occupy the office in the 
rear of John R. Mason’s rooms, and 
Chapman & Worster will have the suite 
and private office directly overhead. The 
rooms are all handsomely fitted up and 
are among the best offices in the city. 


Bangor.—Wardwell & Blanchard have 
removed their office to the rooms at 
Hammond street and Billings avenue 
formerly occupied by Judge Vise and 
Detective Harriman. The firm will 
have in their new quarters much better 
facilities for the conduct of their pros- 
perous business, and also suitable space 
for their extensive law library. 


Bath.—Arthur J. Danton has leased 
rooms in the Conley & Crosby block. 

Biddeford.—The report is that a part- 
nership will be formed by Frank W. 
Hovey and Anthony Dwyer. They will 
have offices in the part of the Masonic 
building which has been used by the 
commercial college. 

Lewiston.—John, L. Reade has leased 
rooms in the new Trust and Safe De- 
posit building, and will occupy them at 
once. Very soon Judge F. M. Drew is to 
occupy the rooms with him, and they 
will conduct business together. 


Old Town.—J. W. Knowlton, Esq., has 
removed his office from the Folsom block 
to rooms upstairs in the Bradbury block, 
on Main street. 

Livermore Falls.—C. N. Blanchard of 
Wilton has opened an office in Merriman 
building, and will divide his time between 
this and his Wilton office. 

Rumford Fails.—G. Willard Johnson 
has moved his office to the room in Shaw 
block formerly occupied by the Power 
Company. 

Warren.—George Stover has opened an 
office in Norton block. 


MASSACHUSBTTS. 


Boston.—Miss Amy F. Acton, a prac- 
ticing lawyer of this city, has just been 
admitted to the United States District 
and Circuit Courts before Judge Mason. 
Miss Acton is the second woman on 
whom this honor has been conferred, 
= Alice Parker Lester having been the 

rst. 


Boston.—Judge Braley has succeeded 
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Judge Dewey as presiding justice of the 
fourth session of the Superior Court. 
Much business has been transacted in 
this session. 


Boston.—Judge Chester C. Conant, of 
the Probate Court of Franklin County, 
has resigned. He has been in ill health 
for four years, and during the greater 
part of that time has been incapacitated 
for duty on the bench. For two years 
the business of the court has been con- 
ducted by the probate judges of Berk- 
shire, Hampshire and Hampden counties. 
Judge Conant has held the office for 
nearly thirty years. It is expected the 
Governor will make a nomination to fill 
the vacancy shortly. It is supposed that 
Francis M. Thompson, Register of the 
Court, will be promoted to the Judgeship. 
It is understood that he has the indorse- 
ment of Senator Herbert C. Parsons, of 
Greenfield. The salaries of the judge 
and the register are the same, $1,500. 
Frederick L. Greene, of Greenfield, a 
leading lawyer of Franklin County, has 
also been recommended, but as he is a 
Democrat it is believed his chances are 
not as good as Mr. Thompson’s, who is 
a Republican. 


Clinton.—George S. Strout has reenoved 
his office from Morse’s block to a room 
in the Doggett block. 


Greenfield.—Bonner D. Lamb and Hugh 
E. Adams have associated in partner- 
ship under the firm name of Lamb & 
Adams. They have an office at Shel- 
burne Falls, in the old Savings Bank 
building, in charge of Mr. Adams, and 
the Greenfield office, here in GreenfieRi, 
in charge of Mr. Lamb, 

Lowell.—James G. Hill, Jr., has taken 
the office in the Hildreth building re- 
cently occupied by the late M. L. Ham- 
blett. 

Northampton.—John B. Donnell has re- 
moved his office to the rooms over 
Bell’s dry goods store, in Gen. Cook’s 
marble block, opposite the court house. 

Salem.—William H. Rollins has re- 
moved his office to the Neal & New- 
hall building, in the room formerly oc- 
cupied by the late Mr. Dudley. 

Thompsonville.—John Hamlin has sold 
his law practice and removed to Amherst, 


Mass. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Milton.—Harry B. Avery has moved his 
office to the Shattuck building. 
New London.—Nat W. Colby has 
opened an office in Shepard’s block. 
Woodsville.—Smith & Sloane, the well 





known Woodsville, N. H., and Wells Riv- 
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er, Vt., law firm, have dissolved partner- 
ship by mutual consent. Mr. Sloane will 
continue the W e office, and Mr. 
Smith wil! associate with his son 
and will have an office in each place, 
VERMONT. 
Rutland.—P, M, Meldon has moved his 


law office from the Herald building to the 
second floor of the Clement building. 


———ea———————— 
MIDDLE STATES. 


NEW JERSEY. 

Auantic City.—Eli Chandler has re- 
moved from the Union National Bank 
Building to the Real Estate and Law 
Building. 

Elizabeth.—Former Senator Frederick 
C, Marsh and Abe J. David have vacated 
the offices which they have occupied in 
the old Citizens’ Bank Building, at Eliz- 
abeth avenue and South Broad street, 
and have taken possession of a suite of 
rooms in the Security Land Improvement 
Company building (Isham building), 215 
Broad street. 

Flemington.—Adam O. Robbins has 
opened an office here in the Hopewell 
Building. He occupies the suite of rooms 
formerly occupied by Hon. George H. 
Large. 

Passaic.—William H. Ryan has moved 
his office from the News building to the 
Morrissey building. 


Perth Amboy.—W. A. Spencer has 
opened an office in the Haney Building. 


NEW YORK. 


Bath.—The law firm of Miller & Nichols 
has been dissolved. It was one of the 
oldest and best in Western New York, 
and was established by Judge David 
Rumsey and Hon, William Woods in 
1832. Ten years later Mr. Woods re- 
tired and Robert Van Valkenburg was 
admitted. Rumsey, Jones & Robie suc- 
ceeded the last named firm, which was 
succeeded by David & William Rumsey. 
On the death of the senior Rumsey the 
firm became Rumsey & Miller. When 
William Rumsey was elected County 
Judge the firm of Miller & Nichols was 
formed. 

Binghamton.—The firm of Carver, 
Deyo & Jenkins has been dissolved by 
Mr. Jenkins’ withdrawal from it. Mr. 
Jenkins has formed a partnership with 
Mr. M. E. Page and will occupy a suite 
of rooms in the Phelps Bank Building. 
David H. Carver and Israel T. Deyo will 
continue the practice of law under the 
firm name of Carver & Deyo. 


Buffalo. The firm of Marshall, Clinton 
& Rebadow has been dissolved. Mr. Clin- 
ton, in accepting the presidency of the 
Buffalo Savings Bank, was made to share 
in the business of the firm of which the 
attorneyship of the bank furnished a 
large proportion. Messrs. Marshall & 
Rebadow will continue the business of 
the firm, retaining the old offices. Mr. 
Clinton will act as counsel with the new 
firm of Clinton & Thomas, consisting of 
Messrs, DeWitt Clinton and Ulysses S. 
Thomas, with offices in the Prudential 
Building. 


Buffalo—The withdrawal of Hon. D. H. 
MeMillan from the firm of McMillan, 
Pooley, Depew & Spratt has necessitated 
a reorganization. The remaining mem- 
bers of the firm have arranged to con- 
tinue the business under the firm name 
of Pooley, Depew & Spratt. 

Buffalo—Norris Morey and Edward 
Boasley have formed a partnership un- 
der the firm name of Morey & Boasley. 
Their offices are in the D. 8S. Morgan 
Building. 

Buffalo.—An important change in a 
large law firm has been announced this 
week by the old firm of Day & Romer. 
Mr. Day has formed a co-partnership 
with Mr. Merton S. Gibbs, formerly his 
managing clerk. They will continue the 
practice of law at the old firm’s address, 
No. 202 Main street. Mr. John J. Romer 
has entered into a co-partnership with 
Mr. Charles M. Harrington, and will 





practice law under the firm name of 
Romer & Harrington, at Nos. 66 and 67 
Erie County Bank Building. 

Cincinnatus—Arthur Foulston has 
opened an office in 8S. T. Cole’s store 
building. 


Corning.—A new firm has been organ- 
ized here under the name of Page & Tul- 
ly, consisting of William J. Tully, of this 
city, and De Melville Page, of Hornells- 
ville, which will occupy the room in the 
southwest corner of the Concert Hall 
Block, in addition to the office now used 
by Mr. Tully. When the firm of Spencer 
& Mills was dissolved on Jan. 1, 1896, by 
the retirement of ex-Judge Spencer, the 
late Ellsworth D. Mills and Mr. Tully 
organized the firm of Mills & Tully, 
which was terminated by the death in 
April of the same year of Mr. Mills. 
Since this time Mr. Tully has practiced 
alone. 

Granville.—Clarence Parker has opened 
an office over J. M, & J. W. Potter’s shoe 
store. a 

Herkimer—The firm of G. W. & S. A. 
Smith has been reorganized, and ,.James 
S. Lamberson, of Fairfield, has become 
a partner. The new firm will have its 
office in the Foley Block, on Main street. 

Ithaca.—John H. Southworth, of this 
city, and O. M. Congdon, of Lodi, N. Y., 
have formed a firm for practice here. 

Jamestown—Frank H. Mott, who was 
recently admitted to the New York State 
Bar, has opened an office here. He now 
occupies rooms 16, 17 and 18 in the Well- 
man Building. 

Little Falls.—D. E. Hanlon has moved 
his law office from the Journal block, to 
the office in the Gerhardt block, just va- 
cated by R. F. Livingston. 

Lockport.—Mr. E. M. Ashley, of this 
city, has been recently appointed general 
counsel for the Florida East Coast Rail- 
road and Steamship companies. This 
important position, recently tendered Mr, 
Ashley and which he has accepted, car- 
ries with it a large salary as well as a 
very large responsibility. 

Morrisville.—G. Wells Smith, son of 
County Judge John E. Smith, and B. 
Fitch Tompkins have formed a co-part- 
nership. The new firm will occupy the 
office for many years used by the County 
Judge. 

Mt. Morris.—Mr. Alber C. Olp has 
opened an office at this place. 

Mt. Vernon—Alexander Hirschberg, a 
native of Newark, O., recently of New 
York, has opened an office in the Lucas 
Building. 

Mt, Vernon.—Horace P. Hollister has 
been placed in charge of the real estate 
department of the firm of Mills & John- 
son, 

New Rochelle.—Justice A. M. Smith has 
resigned as Justice, and the resignation 
has been accepted by Mayor Dillon. Jus- 
tice Smith had one year to serve, and 
held over after the city charter went into 
effect. He was recently elected an As- 
sessor. No one will be named to fill the 
vacant place. There are still two justices 
holding over. Their powers are curtailed 
by the city charter, so they have no juris- 
diction in criminal cases except in the 
absence of the City Judge. Their powers 
are now entirely civil, and as Mayor Dil- 
lon thinks two justices will not find much 
to do he will not name a third one. 

Ogdensburg.—Fred J. Gray, a young at- 
torney in this city, who for the past few 
years has been in the office of Malby & 
Lucey, has opened an office in the rooms 
over the Munro grocery. Mr. Gray was 
elected Justice of the Peace at the last 
town election. 

Oneida.—The firm of Burke & Brewer, 
which has done business for the last 
seven years in the French-Bennett Block, 
has been dissolved by mutual consent. 

Peekskill—John J. Torpy has removed 
his office from the Halsey Building to 
the room formerly occupied by the Towm 
Clerk in the Wessells Building. 

Rochester.—Frank K. Cook has opened 

an office here. 











Rochester.—Justice Werner’s chambers 
have been removed to 


Syracuse.—William A. Mackenzie and 
Frank E, Wade have formed a co-part- 
nership under the name of Mackenzie & 
Wade. They have secured offices at No. 
541 Onondaga County Savings Bank 
Building. Mr. Mackenzie has been for 
the past four years in the offices of Stone, 
Gannon & Petit, and for some time has 
attended to a good share of the litigation 


He is a graduate of Princeton, class of 
‘92. Mr. Wade is a graduate of Yale in 
the class of °96, and has for the past 
year been in the offices of Goodelle & 
Nottingham. 

Syracuse.—Ernest I. White and George 
H. Bond have associated themselves un- 
der the name of White & Bond, with of- 
fices at Nos. 12 and 13 White Memorial 
building. Mr. White is a graduate of 
Cornell University and has been practic- 
ing independently for the past year. Mr. 
Bond has been with White & Cheney for 
the past few years and has recently been 
appointed Inspector of Guardians’ Ac- 
counts by Surrogate Glass. 

Syracuse.—The departure of Leon B. 
Bacon for New York has caused a disso- 
lution of the firm of Bacon & Cregg. Mr. 
Cregg, however, is soon to take a partner 
in the person of Myron Hayden, now in 
the offices of Gill, Stilwell & White. Their 
offices will be in the White Memorial 
building. 


Syracuse.—A change has been an- 
nounced in the law firm of Newell & 
Chapman, Harry E. Newell being taken 
in asa partner. The new member of the 
firm is a younger brother of Corporation 
Counsel James E. Newell. He came to 
this city last Fall, having completed his 
law studies, and became connected with 
the law office of Newell & Chapman. 
Newell is a graduate of Colgate Universi- 
ty and of the Cornell Law School, class 
of ’98. The firm name will be Newell, 
Chapman & Newell, 

Syracuse.—A partnership has been 
formed by Henry N. Hyde and Dix Row- 
land under the firm name of Hyde & 
Rowland. Their offices will be located at 
No. 601 Onondaga County Savings Bank 
bullding. Mr. Hyde is a graduate of 
Yale and of the Columbia Law School. He 
has been practicing alone for the past 
two years. Mr. Rowland is a graduate of 
Syracuse University and Law School. For 
the past two years he has been with His- 
cock, Doheny, Williams & Cowie. 


Syracuse.—Lieber E. Whittic expects 
soon to sever his connections with the 
firm of Hancock, Hogan & Devine and 
will begin the practice of law independ- 
ently. He will probably locate in the 
Bastable block. 


Syracuse.—Captain John B. Tuck, Cap- 
tain George N. Cheney and Captain 
George Baldwin have all resumed the 
practice of law in this city after their ex- 
periences in camp. Captain Tuck has of- 
fices adjoining those of Fowler & Crouch 
in the Dillaye building. Captain Cheney 
is temporarily making his headquarters 
at the offices of White & Cheney and 
Captain Baldwin has taken up his duties 
in the firm of McLennan, Waters & Bald- 
win. 

Syracuse.—Willlam F. Canough and 
George B. Dolsen have formed a partner- 
ship and opened offices at No, 603 Kirk 
building. Mr. Canough for the last three 
years has acted as manager of the col- 
lection department of the firm of Buck & 
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Brown. Mr. Dolsen was graduated from 
the Law School of University 
last June and was tted to the bar 
last January. 

Syracuse.—Edwin M. Wells has opened 
offices at No. 603 University block. 

Syracuse.—Homer and Waldo Weston 
have opened offices at Nos. 33 and 34 
White Memorial building. They were for- 
merly located in the Gridley block. 

Syracuse.—Ddward C. Britcher has re- 
moved his offices from the Everson block 
to Nos. 714 and 718 new Onondaga Coun- 
ty Savings Bank building. 

Troy.—William L. Terry has opened an 
office on Broad street. 

Utica.—John H. Grant and Edmund J. 
Wager have formed a copartnership un- 
der the firm name of Grant & Wager at 
No. 98 Arcade. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

Allentown.—Ex-Mayor Fred E. Lewis 
has opened his law offices in rooms 321 
and 322 of the Commonwealth building. 

Bellefonte.—The law offices of J. C. 
Meyer and William Runkle in the Crider’s 
Exchange have been moved from their 
former quarters to the rooms in the same 
uilding formerly occupied by the W. C. 
be 


Bellefonte.—E,. R. Chambers, a_ well 
known member of the bar at Bellefonte, 
has been appointed by Governor Stone to 
the office of attorney for the Auditor Gen- 
eral at a salary of $2,100 a year. 

Bristol.—Thomas G. Leslie has opened 
an office here in the building formerly 
occupied by Albert F. Yeutter on Rad- 
cliffe street. 

Canton.—J. W. Stone and Lee Brooks 
have formed a partnership. 

Clearfield.—Messrs. B. F. Chase and A. 
L. Cole have moved their law office from 
the Opera House block to the new Key- 
stone bullding. 


Falls Creek.—Fred R. Schofield has 
opened an office here. 

Greensburg.—James E. Keenan has 
been appointed Referee in Bankruptcy 
for Westmoreland County, 

Hazlehurst.—W,. L. Calkins has located 
here, occupying a portion of Judge Burt's 
court room as an office. 

Lebanon.—Edward C. Euston has 
opened an office here on Scull street. 

Perth Amboy.—William A. Spencer has 
opened an office here. 

Williamsport.—The well known firm of 
Hicks & Spencer has been dissolved. Mr. 
Spencer has taken offices in the Hays 
building and Mr. Hicks will remain at 
the corner of Pine and Willow streets. 

Wilkesbarre.—Charles E. Terry, one of 
the most successful attorneys in Tunk- 
hannock, has moved his office to Wilkes- 
barre, where he will henceforth practice 
his profession. 

a 8 


SOUTHERN STATES. 
CUBA. 


Havana.—Dr. Antonio Gonzalez Men- 
doza, a prominent lawyer, has accepted 
the office of president of the Supreme 
Court. The other appointments to the 
court have not yet been decided upon, 
the Secretary of Justice not having re- 
ceived answers from the persons to whom 
he offered the places. 


FLORIDA. 


Tampa.—Macfarlane & Raney have 
moved their law office from the First 
National Bank building to fine quarters 
over the Exchange National Bank. The 
room formerly used by this firm will be 
occupied by Judge Barron Phillips, who 
has resumed the practice of law since re- 
tiring from the bench. 


GEORGIA. 


Columbus.—The firm of Wimbish, Lit- 
tle & Burts has dissolved. It was com- 
posed of Colonel W. A. Wimbish, Captain 
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John D. Little and Edgar Burts. Messrs. 
Little and Burts continue together. Col- 
onel Wimbish will continue to practice’in 
his present office. 


Macon.—Marion Erwin and Merrel P. 
Callaway have entered into partnership 
under the firm name of Erwin & Calla- 
way. Mr. Erwin is attorney for the South- 
ern district of Georgia of the United 
States Court. 

KENTUCKY. 

Dixon.—Mrs. Lizzie Page Bailey, wife 
of Prof. J. C. B. Bailey, has been granted 
license to practice law. Mrs. Bailey is 
the first woman ever granted license in 
this country, if not the first in this dis- 
trict. 

‘Louisville—After a service of nearly 
twenty years on the bench of the United 
States Court of Kentucky, Judge John H. 
Barr has announced that he has tendered 
his resignation to President McKinley on 
account of ill health and advancing age. 
Judge Barr was appointed by President 
Hayes in 1880. 

Mt. Olivet.—Judge O. S. Deming has 
been admitted to practice before the De- 
partment of the Interior. 


MARYLAND. 

Baltimore.—The firm of Dallam & 
Rouse have opened offices in the Glenn 
Building, St. Paul street. 

TENNESSEE. 

Chattanooga.—Col. Garnett Andrews 
and Samuel Bosworth Smith have formed 
a co-partnership under the firm name of 
Andrews & Smith, which will succeed the 
firm of Andrews & Andrews, which will 
be dissolved by the withdrawal of 
Champe S. Andrews. 

This brings together one of the strong- 
est older members and one of the most 
talented younger members of the Chat- 
tanooga bar. 

Dayton.—The firm of Givens & Hensley 
has been dissolved by consent. 

Jamestown.—The firm of Conaster & 
Eaton has dissolved by consent. Each 
member will continue to practice in Fen- 
tress County independently. 

Kingston.—Attorney-General cere 
Owings, who has just been retired by the 
present Legislature, has formed a _ co- 
partnership with John F. McNutt. 

Knoxville.—Two well known lawyers of 
this city have formed a partnership. The 
new firm will be Taylor & Culton. Con- 
sisting of Capt. H. H. Taylor and Mr. J. 
W. Culton, formerly of Maryville, but who 
Was a member of the firm of Welcker, 
Parker & Culton. 

Paris.—Charles D. Porter, formerly of 
the Nashville bar, has located in Paris 
and formed a partnership with S. J. Tay- 
lor, a leading lawyer of West Tennessee. 

Sparta.—Hon. D. M. Meredith, Repre- 
sentative from this county, has formed a 
partnership with Smith & Son, of this 
city, the style of the firm being Smith & 
Meredith. 

TEXAS. 

Austin —Judge Leroy Denman, one of 
the members of the Texas Supreme Court, 
has resigned to resume the practice of his 
profession. It is not yet known who will 
be appointed his successor. 

Dodd City.—James Baldwin has opened 
an office here. 

Prescott.—A fire has destroyed the law 
offices of Congressman Thomas C. Mc- 
Rae and United States District Attorney 
M. V. Tompkins. Their libraries were to- 
tally lost. 

VIRGINIA. 

Norfolk.—Charles H. Brown has opened 
an office here. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mannington.—E. P. B. Martin has 
opened an office here. 


CENTRAL STATES. 
ILLINOIS. 


Beardstown.—C. H. Cummings, ex-city 
attorney, will open an office in the Rat- 
cliffe Building, opposite the Park House. 





Belvidere.—Kucker, Carpenter & Ap- 
pleton is the style of the new law firm 
that has just opened offices over Collier 
Bros.’ barber shop, on South State street. 

Benton.—R, H. Flannigan has moved 
his law office to his own building on the 
east side of the square. 

Chicago.—Wilber, Turner & Gilvray is 
the name of a new firm. 

Chicago.—Miles J. Devine and Jeremiah 
B. O’Connell, ex-city attorney and chief 
assistant, have opened a law office in the 
Reaper block. 

Chicago.—Louis P. Walters has opened 
an office in room 1,500, Title and Trust 
Building. 

Chicago.—The firm of Gilbert Bros., of 
112 Dearborn street, has been dissolved 
by mutual consent of the partners, Miles 
S. Gilbert going to practice law at Cairo. 
William C. Gilbert will carry on the bus- 
iness at the same address. 

Galesburg.—R. C. Hunt and S. L. Har- 
rod have entered into partnership. 

Oregon.—The firm of Bacon & Bmerson, 
composed of Franc Bacon and Will J. 
Emerson, have dissolved. 

Pekin.—Hon. Jesse Black has opened an 
office on the second floor of the Kuhl 
building. 


Springfield.—Major James A. Connolly, 
former Congressman from this district, 
has formed a partnership with City At- 
torney Carey E. Barnes for the practice 
of law. The offices of the new firm of 
Connolly & Barnes are at 225 South Sixth 
street, over Willett’s store. Major Con- 
nolly intends to resume active practice 
and will devote his entire time to the 
business of the firm. 

Springfield.—Frank P. Drennan and Le- 
roy Anderson have formed a partnership 
under the name of Drennan & Ander- 
son. 

INDIANA, 

Anderson.—Hon. William E. Cox, of 
Jasper, will locate in Anderson and prac- 
tice law with Mr. Joseph I. Schuhmacher. 

Anderson.—Floyd Ellison will move 
from the old Masonic Hall, over Champ- 
lin’s hardware store, to a room on the 
fourth floor of the Lovett Building. 

Anderson.—Charles Clevenger, who has 
had offices in the Lovett block, on the 
third floor, for several years, will move 
into the Phoenix block, over Bings’ cloth- 
ing store, in the office with Charles 
Crowley. 

Anderson.—J. O. Pattie, who has been 
serving as a private in Company L, of 
the 160th Indiana, has resumed the prac- 
tice of law, and has opened an office in 
the City Clerk’s and Treasurer’s building, 
on Main street. 

Boonville.—E, J. Crenshaw has removed 
his office to a room over Mr. Gast’s store 
on the south side of the public square. 

Cannelton.—A. E. Williams has opened 
an office with Jennings & Groves. 

Columbia City—Former Supreme Judge 
Byron K, Elliott, his son William F. El- 
liott, and Hon. Frank L. Littleton, Speak- 
er of the Sixty-first General Assembly, 
have formed a partnership for the prac- 
tice, under the firm name of Blliott. 
Elliott & Littleton, and have opened of- 
fices in rooms 4, 5, 6 and 7, Fietcher’s 
Bank Building, Indianapolis. This is one 
of the most able law firms in the State. 
They will give especial attention to the 

ment of cases before the Supreme 
and Appellate Courts of Indiana. 

Corydon.—The firm of Hardin & Rich- 
ards has been dissolved. 

Indianapolis—Henry C. Jordan has 
been admitted to practice before the De- 
partment of the Interior. 

Marion.—Max Daber, of Warrensburg, 
Mo., has opened an office here. 

Marion.—Frank J. Charles and John R. 
Brown have formed a partnership. They 
will occupy rooms in the new Iroquois. 

Indianapolis.—A partnership has been 
formed by Byron K. Elliott, William F. 
Elliott and Frank L. Littleton, under the 
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firm name of Elliott, Elliott & Littleton, 
with in s Bank Building. 

Princeton.—The firm of Day & Good- 
man has moved its offices from the west 
side of the square to the second floor of 
the Ward block. 

Shelbyville.—A partnership has been 
formed by George Meeks and Charles 
Hack. 

Wabash.—Edward E. Elkenbary and A. 
N. McCracken have formed a partner- 
ship, and are opening up a suite of rooms 
in the Ella Conner Building. 


IOWA. 


Clarinda.—J. E. Hill and M. G. Hoge 
have formed a partnership. The firm 
name will be Hill & Hoge. They will oc- 
cupy the office heretofore used by Mr. 
Hill alone over the store of J. D. Hawley. 


Corwith.—E. P. Hudson and Will Hart- 
man will have a branch law and collec- 
tion agency at Corwith. 

Des Moines.—The law firm of Newburn 
& McNutt has been dissolved. Mr. John 
Newburn assumes all business of the late 
firm, remaining in the practice of the law, 
but in a new location. The new office of 
Mr. Newburn is four doors east of the 
old offices, the number now being over 
511 Mulberry street, in the Perkins block. 
Mr, McNutt retires from practice. 


Des Moines.—Judge Ryan, of Newton, 
has removed to this city and joined the 
firm of Phillips, Ryan & Ryan. 

Des Moines.—By mutual consent the 
firm of Dale & Bissell has been dissolved. 
Mr. Bissell has removed to his extensive 
landed interests near Beaumont, Tex. Mr. 
Dale will continue the business in the 
offices of the firm in the Observatory 
Building. 


Dubuque.—Justice Kessler is moving 
his offices to those formerly occupied by 
Bowen & Fitzpatrick, at Seventh and 
Main streets. 

Elkader.—A change has been made in 
the firm of Keleher & Davidson by W. W. 
so apa selling his interest to Wm. 

oach. 


Mount Pleasant.—Ex-Mayor John F. 
Leech will soon open his office in the 
rooms west of the Court House, which 
were vacated by Palmer & Palmer last 
August, when they moved to the Nation- 
al State Bank Building. 

Nevada.—McCall & Werty isa new 
firm for Nevada. E. M. McCall and D. H. 
Welty, both practicing attorneys of this 
city, have associated themselves together 
and will hereafter transact business un- 
der the firm name of McCall & Welty. 
They will occupy the suite of rooms in 
the First National Bank Building, which 
Was occupied by one of the firm, E. M. 


McCall. 
MICHIGAN. 


Alpena.—The firm of Dafoe & Gustin 
has been dissolved by mutual consent. 
This firm was organized in 1895, and has 
done a large legal and real estate busi- 
ness. The business will be continued by 
L. G. Dufoe, who will also retain the 
suite of rooms over the post office, in the 
opera house block. 


Ann Arbor.—Frank Stivers and D. C. 
Salisbury have formed a law partnership, 
with offices at Milan and Ann Arbor. 


Ann Arbor.—A. J. Sawyer has taken his 
son, A. J., Jr., into partnership with him. 
The firm name is A. J. Sawyer & Son. 


Cedar Rapids.—Ray C. Lyle has been 
authorized to practice before the Interior 
Department at Washington. 

Charlotte—Huggett & Smith have dis- 
solved. 


Coldwater.—John S. Evans, who for two 
years past has been secretary of Con- 
gressman A. M. Todd, has opened an 
office in the Bovee Block. 

Detroit.—Col. Edwin M. Irish, com- 
mander of the Thirty-fifth Michigan Vol- 
unteers in the Spanish-American war, 
has opened an office in Detroit on the 
fourteenth floor of the Majestic Building. 
Col. Irish has been for some years one 





of the leaders of the Kalamazoo Coun 
bar and is well known in Republican 
party circles all over the State. He is a 
fine public speaker. Back in the eighties 
he was colonel of one of the State mil- 
itia regiments. He retired from military 
affairs some ten years ago, but re-entered 
in 1897, when Gov. Pingree offered him 
the appointment of Adjutant General of 
the State, which he accepted. He re- 
signed as Adjutant General to take the 
colonelcy of the Thirty-fifth. 

Detroit.—J. Edward Bland, formerly 
of the law firm of Griffin, Clark & Rus- 
sell, of Detroit, has taken offices at 614- 
615 Union Trust Building, and will make 
a specialty of commercial law. 


Flushing.—Ira T. Sayre has been ad- 
mitted to practice before the Interior 
Department at Washington. 


Grand Rapids.—Harvey T. Joslin, ex- 
assistant city attorney, will resume his 
law practice, with offices in the House- 
man Block. . 

Kalamazoo.—Frost & Jackson is the 
name of a new firm, the co-partnership 
of which began Wednesday. Mr. Frost 
was graduated in ’88 from the Law De- 
partment of the University of Michigan, 
and took a post graduate law course the 
following year, since which time he has 
practiced in this city. For four years Mr. 
Frost was Prosecuting Attorney. Mr. 
Jackson was graduated in ’96 from Kala- 
mazoo Collesje. The business wll be lo- 
cated at 216 West Main street. 


MISSOURI. 


Chandler.—Ray Hoffman and John Em- 
bry have formed a partnership. 

Joplin—J. W. Burch and Charles 
Burch have opened a law and realty 
office here. 


Kansas City.—Louis C. Krauthoff has 
withdrawn from the firm of Karnes, 
Krauthoff & Hagerman and will leave 
the first of June for Chicago to accept 
the position of general counsel to P. D. 
Armour. Frank Hagerman, who entered 
the firm the first of the year, will with- 
draw and Alexander New and E. 
Krauthoff, who have for some months 
been associated under the firm name of 
New & Krauthoff, will form a partner- 
ship with J. V. C. Karnes under the firm 
name of Karnes, New & Krauthoff. 

Kansas City.—Daniel B. Holmes, gen- 
eral attorney for the Metropolitan Street 
Railway Company, with offices in the 
Keith & Perry Building, and W. C. Perry. 
formerly United States Attorney for the 
district of Kansas, have associated under 
the firm name of Holmes & Perry. They 
will occupy suite 215-16-17-18 in the Keith 
& Perry Building. 


Mr. Holmes was for years a member of 
the firm of Karnes, Holmes & Krauthoff, 
but withdrew from it the first of the year. 
The new firm will be one of the strong- 
est in the city. Mr. Perry has for years 
been regarded as one of the leading law- 
yers in this State, and has taken as high 
rank among members of the Kansas bar 
as Mr. Holmes has in Missouri. 


Kansas City.—A new firm in Kansas 
City is made up of the two well known 
attorneys, L. C. Boyle, Attorney Gen- 
eral of Kansas under the Leedy admin- 
istration, and W. P. Dillard, of Fort 
Scott, ex-chairman of the Kansas State 
Board of Railway Commissioners. 


Kansas City.—Ex-Prosecuting Attor- 
ney William T. Jamison and James H. 
McVay, formerly of Leon, Ia. have 
formed a firm as Jamison & McVay. Mr. 
Jamison for almost fifteen years has ap- 
peared as counsel for litigants in many 
important cases in the various courts 
here. Mr. McVay, the junior member of 
the firm, for two terms prior to Jan. 1, 
1897, filled the office of District Attorney 
in Decatur, Ia. 


Kansas City.—Henry C. Solomon, an 
attorney from Atchison, has come to 
Kansas City to-enter the law firm of 
Wollman, Solomon & Cooper, which has 
been formed to take the place of the firm 
of Wollman & Wollman. Henry Woll- 
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St. Joseph.—J. M. Wilson has removed 
his office to the German-American Bank 
Building. 

Trenton.—Kerr, Parker & Kerr have 
opened offices in the Lafferty Building, at 
the corner of College avenue and Water 
street, 

West Plains.—J. B. Tillman has re- 
moved his office to rooms over the hard- 
ware store recently occupied by the late 
Senator Hines. 

OHIO. 


Cleveland.—Ex-Mayor McKisson and 
First Assistant Law Director W. H. 
Bird, who is still holding his position un- 
der Director Hogsett, have formed a 
partnership and will shortly open offices 
in the Cuyahoga Building. 

Cleveland.—Ex-Director of Law Miner 
G. Norton will open an office in the So- 
ciety for Savings building. He will prac- 
tice law alone. 

Columbus.—C. T. Warner has opened 
an office here in the Commercial build- 
ing, 119% South High street. 

Lisbon.—Congressman R. W. Taylor 
has retired from the firm of Billingsley, 
Taylor & Clark. 

Marion.—John H. Bartram, of Cope- 
land & Bartram, has been admitted to 
practice before the Department of the 
Interior at Washington. 

Tiffin.—Hal Michael has been admitted 
to practice law before the Interior De- 
partment at Washington. 

Toledo.—Henry B. Thompson, of Steu- 
benville, has opened an office here in 
the Produce Exchange Building. 

Weston.—John M. Stecker, of Bloom- 
dale, has opened an office in Weston. 

Wilmington.—The firm of Messrs. 
Hayes & Swaim has been dissolved by 
mutual consent, Mr. C. W. Swaim with- 
drawing therefrom and Eldon R. Hayes 
becoming the partner of his father, The 
style of the new firm will be Hayes & 
Hayes, while Mr. Swaim will continue 
the practice of law in an individual ca- 
pacity, 

Woodsfield.—W. E. Moore and F. A. 
Jeffers have formed a co-partnership un- 
der the firm name of Jeffers & Moore, 
with offices in the Schumacher Building. 

Woodsfield.—Hoeffler & Hoeffler have 
removed from Rheinerr building to Bank 
building. They occupy the rooms va- 
cated by W. E. Moore. 

Zanesville.—W. C. Mann has opened an 
office here on the second floor of the 
Southard Building. 

WISCONSIN. 

Brandon.—C, F. M. Pickard has opened 
an office here. 

Edgerton.—L, E. Gettle has opened an 
office in this city. 

Fond du Lac.—Nat Sallade and Frank 
Chadbourne have formed a partnership 
and will occupy the office in the First 
National Bank Building formerly occu- 
pied by the late David Babcock. They 
have also purchased the Babcock library, 
one of the best in the city. 

Madison.—The firm of Spooner, San- 
born & Spooner, of Madison, of which 
United States Senator John C. Spooner is 
the head, has been dissolved. 

Milwaukee.—Harold W. Nickerson, 
John H, Roemer and Charles L. Aarons 
have formed a partnership under the 
name of Nickerson, Roemer & Aarons, 
with offices at 504-508 Old Iusurance 
Building. 

Stev. 1s Point.—Sam Cornelius and Guy 
Bement have opened an office in Mrs. 
Kuhl’s building, overlooking the square. 
Mr. Cornelius will carry on his law busi- 
ness as heretofore, in conjunction with 
J. H. Brennan, while Mr. Bement will 
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engage in the stenograph 
Brennan will remain 
R. H. Butterfield. 


business. Mr. 
for the present with 





WESTERN STATES. 
ALASKA. 

Skaguay.—J. Erle Brown, of Clinton 
County, Mich., has opened an office here. 
CALIFORNIA. 
Ferndale.—J. R. Hudson, of Eureka, 
Cal., has opened an office here in the 

Mueller Building. 
Redding.—James G, Est 
offices in the Free Press 


street. 
COLORADO. 

Denver.—Mr. C. M. Kellogg has formed 
a partnership with Messrs. G, M. Post 
and W. G. Sheldon, The style of the firm 
will be Kellogg, Post & Sheldon. 

Leadville.—After an absence of some 
seven or eight years, Judge A. S. Blake, 
one of the best known attorneys at the 
bar of Colorado, has resumed the prac- 
tice of his profession here. 

KANSAS. 

Argentine.—Judge C. L, Randall has 
opened a branch office at Argentine. He 
will put in about two days each week 
in his office there, and the remainder of 
the week in Olathe, 

Pittsburg.—W. H. Morris has opened 
an office here in the Klock Building. 

Topeka.—Charles E, Gault has been 
made a member of the firm of Overmyer 
& Mulvane. which will hereafter be 
known as Overmyer, Mulvane & Gault. 

Wichita.—A. J. Myatt and J. A. Bru- 
baker have formed a partnership. 

NEBRASKA. 

Kearney.—John Miller and J. M. Has- 
terling have formed a partnership, the 
title of the firm being Miller & Baster- 
ling. They will have their office in the 
Midway Loan & Tract Company Build- 
ing, 

Lindsay.—D. Frank Davis, formerly of 
Columbus and editor of the Telegram 
there for many years, has located in 
Lindsay and opened an office there. 

NORTH DAKOTA, 


Fargo.—The partnership between Sen- 
ator-elect P. J. McCumber and B. L. 
Bogart, of Wahpeton, has been dissolved 
by mutual consent. The gentlemen 
formed the partnership eighteen years 
ago. It is said Mr. Bogart expects to 
spend a few years in travel. 

Valley City.—A partnership has been 


formed by George M. Young and Lee 
Combs. 


has opened 
on Yuba 


OKLAHOMA, 


Chandler.—Roy Hoffman and John Em- 
bry have formed a co-partnership at this 


place. 
UTAH. 


Salt Lake City.—The firm of Shepard 

& Sanford has been dissolved 
WASHINGTON. 

Seattle.—The firm of Denning & Kriete, 
composed of J. Henry Denning and Ed- 
ward C. Kriete, has been dissolved by 
mutual consent. The offices of both 
members will remain in the Pioneer 
Building. 


Tacoma.—Charles S. Fogg has been ad- 
mitted to practice before the Department 
of the Interior. 

8 


CANADA. 


Galt (Ont.).—E. J. Beaumont and W. 
D. Card have formed a co-partnership, 
with offices in Gore Block, Main street. 


Montreal.—_Campbell, Meredith, Allan & 
Hague have removed to the ground floor 
of 35 St. Francis Xavier street. 

St. John (N. B.).—Messrs. Arthur W. 
Ebbett and H. H. Pickett have formed 
& partnership and opened offices at 
Chubb’s Corner. 

Toronto (Ont.).—The partnership here- 
tofore existing between Messrs. Lamport 





& Langley has been dissolved. Mr, Lang- 
ley retiring. Mr. H. M. Ferguson and 
Mr. Ay panties ct law at the ca Oden 

rm’s ce of law at the o 
61 Canada Life Building, under the firm 
name of Lamport & Ferguson. 

Winni —A. E. Richards, Q. C., bar- 
rister, of Winnipeg, has been appointed 
by Order-in-Council a judge of the 
Court of Queen’s Bench for Manitoba, in 
place of Justice Killam, who recently was 
promoted to the Chief Justiceship of 
Manitoba, vice Sir Thomas Taylor, re- 


signed. 
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Matters of Interest to Attorneys Prac- 
ticing Within the Limits of 
Greater New York. 

(New York city attorneys are requested to send 


notices of change of address, dissolution and or- 
gaeen of partnerships, etc., for insertion.— 
» 


Death of Byron C. Davis. 

Byron C. Davis, a corporation attorney 
and president of the Copper King Min- 
ing Company in Arizona, recently died. 

Alden & Carpenter. 

Carlos C. Alden and Ingle Carpenter 
have formed a copartnership under the 
firm name of Alden & Carpenter, with 
offices in the Continental building, 44 
Cedar street. Mr. Alden was formerly 
in the Mutual Life building at 32 Nassau 
street. 

George W. Pilis. 

George W. Ellis has removed his office 
at 155 Broadway, where he has a 
since May 1, 1878. to rooms 901 and 902 
of the Washington Life Insurance build- 
ing at 141 Broadway. 


A Query for Mr. Sohmer, 

Just why the County Clerk of New 
York County has placed the indices to 
court papers, bonds, executions, ete., 
right in the middle of a passage way in 
his office we are unable to learn. The 
light is execrable, and an attorney at- 
tempting to get the books out is pretty 
thoroughly trampled upon by the crowd 
before he can manage to secure the par- 
ticular index he desires. In fact, a 
worse place to put them could scarcely 
be imagined. 


Arrest of George Trimble Davidson, 

George Trimble Davidson, of 123 Lib- 
erty street, has been arrested for grand 
larceny. The complainants, Haven & 
Stout, bankers, of No. 1 Nassau street, 
allege that on Jan. 29 last the defend- 
ant bought from them three bonds of 


the Southern Railway Company, giving 
them in payment a check on the Fifth 
Avenue Trust Company for $3,183.75, 
which was returned marked “N. G.” 
Mr. Davidson claims that the matter 
was a mistake, and that he was not 


aware that he had overdrawn his ac- 
count when the check was made out. 


Vanderpoel, Cuming & Goodwin. 

The copartnership of Vanderpoel, 
Cuming & Goodwin, of No. 2 Wall street, 
has been dissolved by mutual consent, 
Mr. James R. Cuming retiring from busi- 
ness on account of ill health. The firm 
consisted of James R. Cuming, Alman 
Goodwin, Henry Thompson, Aug. H. 
Vanderpoel and Richard W. Freedman. 
The name of the new firm will be Good- 
win, Thompson & Vanderpoel. 


Dill, Seymour & Baldwin. 

The firm of Dill, Seymour & Baldwin, 
of No. 27 Pine street, has been dissolved 
by mutual consent. Mr. Frederick Sey- 
mour has become one of the members of 
the new firm of Seymour, Seymour & 
Harrison, his partners being ex-Com- 
missioner of Patents John Seymour, 
Frederick Seymour and Eugene M. Har- 
rison. 


The Public Administrator of Kings 
County. 


William B. Davenport *has been ap- 
pointed public administrator of the 











County of Kings, to succeed himself, The 
selection is universally commended by 
men of all parties. Mr. Davenport’s reap- 
pointment is indeed well deserved, if 
faithful public service is ever to be re- 

ed as a valid argument for retention 
n office. His predecessor was George B. 
Abbott, now the able and efficient Surro- 
gate of Kings County. 


Morris & Steele. 
The copartnership of Morris & Steele, 


of No. Exchange Place, has been dis- 
solved mutual consent. John A. K. 
Steele from the firm. Fordham 


Morris, Henry Lewis Morris, Charles B. 
Sentell and J. Midaugh Main will con- 
tinue in practice under the firm name of 
Morris, Sentell & Main; 


Exoneration of Thomas C. Campbell. 


Thomas C. Campbell, of the firm of 
Campbell & Hance, No. 220 Broadway, 
who was indicted last November charged 
with grand larceny in connection with the 
estate of two orphan girls, Teresa and 
Georgiana Fennelly, has been exonerated 
after a full trial. In addressing the jury 
Judge Blanchard observed: 

“This case illustrates what I said to the 
March Grand Jury about the reckless and 
illegal use of the Grand Jury for private 
purposes. There is no evidence in this 
case against the defendant whatever. 
Omit the oral testimony, and the docu- 
mentary evidence alone establishes be- 
yond doubt that every dollar of the 
money of this estate coming into the 
hands of the defendant or his office, or 
those connected with him, was properly 
accounted for. The checks given to the 
Fennellys and the Davis-Mayer Brewing 
Company by the defendant and those as- 
sociated with him in business, and the 
receipts taken. from the said parties by 
the defendant and his office conclusively 
account for every dollar which the de- 
fendant or his associates received. There 
is nothing here for a jury to pass upon. 
I direct a verdict of acquittal to be en- 
tered.” 

A verdict of acquittal was immediate- 
ly returned. It is understood that Law- 
yer Campbell will not let the matter rest 
so far as Assistant District Attorney 
Grady is concerned, and that he will 
bring action against the principal wit- 
ness for the prosecution, Harry Mayer, 
secretary of the Davis-Mayer Brewing 
Company. 


MeBurney & McBurney. 


McBurney & McBurney, of No. 302 
Broadway, announce that in their office 
they have every work published relative 
to the Laws and Reports of New Jersey. 
Both members of the firm are Masters in 
Chancery in that State, and make a spe- 
cialty of organizing corporations under 
New Jersey laws. 


Death of William D. Whiting. 


William D. Whiting, one of the most 
prominent insurance lawyers in the coun- 
try, is dead. Mr. Whiting was a member 
of the firm of Buel, Toucey & Whiting, of 
No. 261 Broadway. His partner, Oliver 
Prince Buel, counsel for the United 
States Life Insurance Company, died on 
April 7, and Donald B. Toucey is now the 
only surviving member of the firm. Mr. 
Whiting was born in New Orleans 54 
years ago, and was a graduate of Belle- 
vue Medical College and of the Univer- 
sity of New York Law School. Although 
a physician, he never practiced medicine, 
but used his medical knowledge in his 
specialty of insurance law. He was con- 
nected with all the large insurance com- 
panies as an actuary, and was frequently 
employed by various States to examine 
and report on the condition of the various 
companies. Mr. Whiting was a member 
of the Actuarial Society of America, and 
the Royal British Actuarial Association. 
He was a delegate from the American so- 
ciety to the world’s congress of actuaries 
held in England last year. 


They Decline to Wear Robes. 


Some time ago a petition, signed by 56 
members of the Brooklyn , Was pre- 
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caotoak Appellate Division of the | fact that at least two of the persons who To Form a Negro Colony. 
Gessnd Dmportment uesting the judges had been appointed appraisers by his Rufus L. Perry, a colored Bros of 
to wear gowns while holding court and | predecessor were still carrying on the | Brooklyn, has secured an option on 
discharging judicial functions. This the | same “‘ill practice and attempting the | acres of land on Long Island, with 
judges have decined to accede to the | same blac ” to do away with which 


only dissenting opinion being that of Pre- 
siding Justice Goodrich, who stated in 
the following language that he was in 
favor of the gown and desired to grant 
the prayer of the petitioners for several 
reasons. “First, the desire of representa- 
tive members of the Bar in a matter of 
this character should be regarded by the 
court; and if no good reason can be ad- 
duced against it, the request should be 
granted. Second, I believe that the use 
of a robe would tend to greater dignity 
and decorum in the conduct of judicial 
proceedings. Third, its use and usefulness 
are sanctioned by the custom of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, by the 
Court of Appeals of this State and by the 
Appellate Division of the First Depart- 
ment. Fourth, I believe that its adoption 
by the members of this court would result 
in its adoption in the other Appellate 
Divisions, and thus uniformity would be 
secured in all the appellate tribunals of 
the State in a matter which, though not 
of very great importance, seems to me to 
be in accord with public sentiment, as I 
have been able to learn it.”’ 

Among the signers of the petition were 
the following: 


B. D. Silliman, George G. Reynolds, Jo- 
seph H. Choate, Flamen B. Candler, 
Thomas S, Moore, Robert D. Benedict, 
Enos N. Taft, C. W. Bangs, Charles H. 
Ostrander, Edward C. Ward, Hiram B. 
Steele, Albert McDonald, Augustus N. 
Weller, Horacio C. King, Wilhelmus 
Mynderse, Frederic A. Ward, William 
Gay, T. Henry Dewey, Albert B. Board- 
man, Alfred E. Hinrichs, Eimer G. Sam- 
mis, Adolph Bierck, Jr.; C. W. West, 
Frederick P. Bellamy, F. E. Crane, Nor- 
man 8S. Dike, Charles H. Hyde, Isaac N. 
Miller, Frederick William Sherman, 
Stewart L. Woodford, Frederick B. 
Campbell, Egerton L. Winthrop, Jr.; Ed- 
mund L. Baylies, Robert W. Candler, 
Thomas G, Shearman, Edward Lauter- 
bach, Edward T. Horwill, Samuel Hoff, 
F. E. Stillman, George B. Glover, 
George G. DeWitt, Benjamin F. Blair, 
Stephen Perry Sturges, Alexander S. 
Bacon, William 8S. Haskell, D. Gilbert 
Barnett, James McKeen, John Notman, 
George C. Brainers, Edward H. Hobbs, 
Fred W. Hinrichs, Charles A. Decker, 
David Barnett, H. C. Conrady, John C, 
Maguire, Sidney V. Lowell. 


Insanity of Hull Fanton. 


Hull Fanton, a partner of William H. 
Romer, became violently insane recently 
in his office in the St. Paul Building. Mr. 
Fanton barricaded the doors of his office 
and kept all the messenger calls and tele- 
phone bells jingling. He was once Regis- 
ter in the Court of Bankruptcy and an 
associate of former Gov. Cornell, a mem- 
ber of the Union League Club and the 
Grand Army of the Republic. A bank 
in which he was interested failed re- 
cently, and Mr. Fanton assumed its lia- 
bilities, amounting to about $40,000. Other 
business troubles have piled up on him 
with great rapidity and his friends have 
long feared for his sanity. 


Death of W. Sterling Yard. 


W. Sterling Yard, formerly a member 
of the firm of Yard & Furlong, has re- 
cently died, in his 56th year. Mr. Yard 
came to this city in the early fifties and 
found employment in the law office of the 
late David Dudley Field, and subsequent- 
ly of the late Justice Southerland of the 
Supreme Court, afterward becoming a 
member of Southerland, Blois & Yard. 
At the outbreak of the civil war Mr. 
Yard enlisted, and on his return from 
service formed the partnership of Yard 
& Furlong and practiced his profession 
until a few years ago, when he was 
obliged to retire on account of ill health. 


Blackmail in the Surrogate’s Court. 


Surrogate Varnum recently declared 
that his attention had been called to the 





was one of the objects of the recent leg- 
islative inquiry. In his remarks about 
this practice he said: 

“I wish it to be distinctly understood 


that the judges of this court intend this 


to stop, and I ask you gentlemen of the 
bar, should any efforts be made by these 
men or by any of the appraisers or other 
officers appointed by this court to secure 
larger fees than those that are allowed 
by law, either by attempting to treat or 
dicker with attorneys or by attempting 
blackmail, such as threatening to with- 
hold the report until their fees are set- 
tled satisfactorily to them, as has been 
done frequently in the past, to bring it 
at once to the attention of this court, 
eg the offense will be promptly dealt 
with. : 

“There is no necessity for your paying 
illegal fees or being blackmailed. 

“T shall endeavor, by the character and 
standing of the persons whom I shall ap- 
point as appraisers, to break up this 
practice and also stop the exactions of il- 
legal charges. 

“T have thought, under all the circum- 
stances, as the evidence is most clear and 
convincing that the two persons referred 
to have veen guilty of this conduct with- 
in the last few days in relation to two 
different estates, that the bar should 
know generally how this court desires 
that they should be treated.” 

He refused to reveal the names of the 
mengto whom he referred, and would not 
say whether any immediate steps 
would be taken to bring the persons to 
justice criminally. It is more than like- 
ly, however, that something definite will 
be done with reference to the matter be- 
fore many days, and that the prosecu- 
tion of some of the persons involved may 
lead to the ultimate imprisonment of the 
men of whom he now complains. 

Stothers & Sanford. 

Edward M. Stothers has formed a co- 
partnership with Edward Sanford under 
the firm name of Stothers & Sanford, 
with offices in the Singer Building, No. 
149 Broadway. 

Earley, Heath & Stewart. 

Martin J. Earley, Henry G. K. Heath 
and Robert A. Stewart have formed a 
partnership under the firm name of Ear- 
ley, Heath & Stewart, with offices at No. 
35 Nassau street. 

A War Souvenir. 

Paul E. De Fere, a Brooklyn lawyer, 
who lives at 1176 Dean street, returned 
recently from his wedding trip. during 
which he was in Florida, and brought 
with him a souvenir of his travels. The 
souvenir was a little Spanish boy, Pedro 
Urizas, who was a cabin boy on Capt. 
Eulate’s cruiser Vizcaya, sunk off the 
Cuban coast. 


Pedro is 14 years old. During the sea 
engagement, when the Vizcaya was de- 
stroyed, he was wounded three times in 
one leg. He was taken with others of 
the Spanish crews to Portsmouth, N. H., 
and then brought to New York. He did 
not wish to return to Spain, and slipped 
away from his companions. He stowed 
himself away on a steamer bound for 
Havana. He then stowed away on the 
steamship Mascot, which took him to 
Tampa. He remained there until picked 
up by Mr. De Fere, who says he intends 
to keep the boy. Pedro was born in Bil- 
bao, Spain. 

Insanity of A. 8. Colyer. 

A. S. Colyer, Jr., the lawyer in the 
Heckman conspiracy, who is under in- 
dictment, has gone insane in the Tombs 
Prison, Manhattan. He has been con- 
fined there about four weeks, and has re- 
peatedly said that unless he took drugs 
he would lose his mind. 

Maher & Conlan. 

Maher & Conlan have opened a 
branch office in New York city, the firm 
being represented there by Mr. Conlan. 





ple of his race. The plan is 
about 6,000 from the sections of 
North and South Carolina, in ; 
race riots have taken place, and lease 
the land to them in ninety-nine year 
leases at $5 a lot. Building materials 
are to be ay to the settlers, and 
the backers the scheme intend to es- 
tablish factories where the negroes can 
make chairs and various kinds of wood-. 


work, 
Frank X. McCaffry. 


Former Assistant District Attorney 
Frank X. McCaffry has removed his law 
office from Broadway and Gates avenue 
to the Germania Bank building, 875 Ful- 
ton street, Brooklyn. 


An Imerease of Salary for Court 
Clerks. 

Under an act passed by the Legisla- 
ture the Appellate Division has increased 
the pay of Ambrose O. McCall, clerk of 
Special Term, Part I., of the Supreme 
Court, from $2,500 to $4,000 a year. The 
salary of William Lamb, deputy clerk of 
the Appellate Division, has been in- 
creased from $3,000 to $3,500, and that of 
Peter L. Halpin, an assistant clerk, 
from $2,500 to $3,000. 

Mr. Willis in Financial Difficulties. 

Charles A. Willis, of 307 North Twelfth 
street, has filed a petition in bankruptcy, 
with liabilities of $9,668 and nominal as- 
sets of $800, being a claim for profes- 
sional services. The liabilities were con- 
tracted from 1884 to 1897. 


Judicial Assessments, 

Charles S. Smith, chairman of the Ex- 
ecutive Committee of the Chamber of 
Commerce, reported resolutions to the 
annual meeting of the Chamber on May 
4, reciting the facts brought out by the 
Mazet investigation concerning contribu- 
tions of judicial candidates to campaign 
funds and appointment of referees and 
court officers as a reward for political 
service, concluding as follows: 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of the 
Chamber of Commerce, a law should be 
enacted by the State prohibiting, under 
heavy penalties, the payment of any 
sum of money, directly or indirectly, to 
a political party on the part of the can- 
didates for judicial office; also prohibit- 
ing the bestowal of court patronage for 
personal or political reasons; also that 
the soliciting of contributions from can- 
didates for judicial office for the pur- 
poses herein specified shall be in like 
manner punished. 


Resolved, That the Bar Association, 
the City Club and the various exchanges 
and trade organizations of this city be 
requested to co-operate with this Cham- 
ber in procuring the passage of a law 
as above specified. 

Applause followed the reading of the 
resolutions. 

Mr. Smith said: 


“If the Executive Committee believed 
that any partisan interpretation could be 
placed upon the preamble and resolutions 
the committee would not have reported 
them. The Citizens’ Union, which was 
largely composed of members of the 
Chamber, inaugurated a principle in the 
pursuance of good government for this 
city far in advance of the object advo- 
cated in the preamble and resolutions 
now presented. At its first meeting the 
Union asked for contributions to carry 
on the campaign in support of Mr. Low 
for Mayor. At that meeting the pledge 
was distinctly made that not only can- 
didates for judicial offices, but all can- 
didates upon its ticket, should be pro- 
hibited from making any pecuniary 
contributions. As a result of these 
promises the public gave to the Union 
all the money they required. I mention 
these facts as an indication that the 
public are willing to support all disin- 
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terested efforts for good municipal gov- | and declared that they saw in it the Other invited guests of the ev 
ernment outside of the domain of poli- 


tics.”’ 

In seconding the resolution John Har- 
sen Rhoades said: “When corruption in 
government reaches the t that the 
in ty of the courts of law is assailed 
—this last resort in all q of dis- 
pute between barter e—then, 
indeed, is the fabric of high credit at- 
tacked, and fear of the power to collect 
a debt immediately lowers the standard 
of credit, and the entire business com- 
munity falls under the strain of a doubt 
which their own personal integrity can- 
not remove. 4 

“We should at all times welcome and 
sustain investigation of public affairs, 
not forgetting that when they who fight 
for the spoils of office fall out and dis- 
agree, honest men are then apt to get 
thelr dues. ‘ 

“As matters now stand it follows that 
a judge, to secure election, must either 
be a rich man or a beggar obligated to 
friends for the necessary funds to se- 
cure his election.” 


Mr. Orr put the resolution to a viva 
voce vote, and they were carried unani- 
mously. 


By request of F. B. Thurber there was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Commerce and the Revenue Laws a set 
of resolutions stating that whereas the 
rival foreign nations, such as Russia, 
Germany and England, are represented 
at all the great markets of the world by 
men of considerable financial ability and 
trade knowledge, to look out for the in- 
terests of commerce, and as such well 
trained men representing the merchants 
of the United States could watch the 
conditions of trade in foreign markets 
better than our regular Consular rep- 
resentatives, with their other duties, can 
do, Congress be asked to provide for 
trade representatives in all the principal 
cities of the world, who shall look out 
for the interests of American commerce 
and report the conditions of trade. 

After the meeting the annual luncheon 
was served. 


The Bar Association, at its regular 
monthly meeting held on the evening of 
May 9, pledged its co-operation in the 
movement begun by the City Club 
against the levying of political assess- 
ments on judicial candidates by unani- 
mously adopting the following resolu- 
tions, offered by Austen G. Fox: 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of this 
association, contributions to campaign 
expenses by candidates for judicial of- 
fices ought to be prohibited by law. 


Resolved, That the Judiciary Commit- 
tee is hereby requested to prepare for 
presentation to the Legislature such 
form of proposed legislation as, in the 
opinion of the committee, will be best 
adapted to carry into effect the forego- 
ing resolutions. 

Election of the New York Law Insti- 
tute. 


At the annual! election of the New York 
Law Institute, which controls the law 
library in the Federal building, held on 
May 8, the following officers were elect- 
ed: President, Edward Patterson; vice- 
presidents, Everett P. Wheeler, Francis 
L. Stetson and Benno Lewinson; secre- 
tary, James C. Foley; treasurer, Charles 
Edward Souther; members of the Execu- 
tive Committee, George M. Van Hoesen, 
Michael H. Cardozo, Charles B. Alex- 
ander, Ebenezer B. Convers, Robert E. 
Deyo and John McDonald. 

Attempt to Protest Against the Ap- 
pointment of a Commissioner of 
Records in Kings County. 


A special meeting of the Brooklyn Bar 
Association was called on May 8 at the 
request of ten members to protest against 
the bill for the appointment of a Com- 
missioner of Records in Kings county. 





Michael J. Dady, Walter B. Atterbury 
and Lieut. Gov, Woodruff heard of it, 





hand of Hugo Hirsh. The scheme did 
not succeed, for as soon as the meeting 
was called to order Frank Harvey Field 
raised the point of order that, as the 
subject named in the call had not been 
reported by a committee, it was not 
properly before the association. The 
point was sustained, and the meeting ad- 
journed. 


Death of George Douglas. 
George Douglas, of 45 Wall street, died 
at his home, No. 106 West Ninety-second 

street, on May 11, aged 70 years. 


Mr. Smith B. Lane vs. Mrs. Hetty Green, 

Smith BE. Lane, one of the Hast River 
Bridge Commissioners, has had the mis- 
fortune to have a difference of opinion 
with Mrs. Hetty Green in regard to the 
amount of his fee as a lawyer in appear- 
ing for her before the Commissioners of 
Taxes and Assessments in 1895, when she 
Was assessed on personal property for 
$1,500,000, and to pay taxes of $28,800. As 
a difference of opinion arose upon the 
question of fees, Mr. Lane brought suit 
for $5,000. In his testimony Mr. Lane 
said that on April 2, 1895, he had had an 
interview with Mrs. Green, at which he 
had been retained. Being shown an 
agreement providing that any charge 
would be made satisfactory to Mrs, 
Green after the approval of Mr. Green, 
he acknowledged his signature, but stat- 
ed that it was signed under duress, and 
that Mrs. Green had forced him up 
against the wall, had shook her finger in 
his face and stated that unless he signed 
the paper he could not do the work for 
her. The jury brought in a verdict of 
$700. 


CREDIT MEN AND CREDIT AS- 
SOCIATIONS. 


At the annual convention of the Na- 
tional Association of Credit Men, which 
will be held at Buffalo on June 6, 7 and 
8, several questions of national import- 
ance will be discussed. 


An attempt will be made to revise the 
national bankruptcy law, by deciding on 
certain amendments which will be pre- 
sented to the next United States Con- 





gress. . Also plans will be perfected for 
the more effectual punishment of dis- 
honest debtors under both the State law 


and the provisions of the bankruptcy act. 


We desire to call the attention of all 
our subscribers having business in Chi- 
cago to the Creditors’ Agency, of which 
Mr. T. C. Estee is superintendent, which 
has been in business for forty years with- 
in three blocks of its present location, 9- 
97 Clark street. 

The company conducts a general law 
practice in any of the courts, takes depo- 
sitions, makes collections, besides hav- 


ing associate attorneys and correspond- 
ents in all sections of the country. 
Business solicited will receive prompt 


attention. We call attention to the ad- 
vertisement on the last page of this 
issue, 


The last dinner of the present season 
of the Buffalo Credit Men’s Association 
was given on the evening of May 4 at the 
Ellicott Club. It was made a special oc- 
easion, and a number of invited guests 
were present, among whom were Charles 
P. Ford, president of the Rochester Credit 
Men’s Association; A. E. Nelson, its sec- 
retary, and W. A, Narramore, a member 
of the same organization. 

At the large table with President 
Frank Sibley were John G. Milburn and 
Mayor Diehl, announced speakers of the 
evening; President Ford, who made a 
short address; William C, Cornwell, who 
also made a few remarks; L. F. Gray, 
Cc. BE. Walbridge, J. J. McWilliams, W. 
Caryl Ely, Norman E. Mack and Edgar 
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were 8. S. 8 , Charlies Lautz, J, 
Merritt, R. K. Smither, John Hughes, J. 
R. Williams and J. W, Bridgman. The 
reason for the presence of so many in- 
vited guests was that the members of the 
association desired to interest those who 
are not members in the meeting of the 
National Credit Men’s Association, which 
will be held in Buffalo next month. 





The Kansas City Association of Credit 
Men, which met in the clubroom of the 
Coates House recently, with P, H. Slat- 
tery in the chair, was addressed by Ed- 
win A. Krauthoff, on the subject of a bu- 
reau for prosecuting violators and evad- 
ers of the bankruptcy law. He commend- 
ed the undertaking and discussed its 
legal aspects. 

The association has $3,000, collected for 
the proposed $5,000 fund, with which to 
Pay the expenses of prosecutions when 
ordered by the executive committee. 

Delegates were elected to the National 
Credit Men’s Convention to be held at 
Buffalo June 6, 7 and 8 They are P. 
H, Slattery, F. P. Church, EB. L, McClure, 
H, E. Hutchings, J. A. Comstock and J. 
A. Wiles. The national convention will 
be one of the most important of recent 
years in that an amendment to the bank- 
ruptcy law, if indorsed, will doubtless 
become a law at the next session of Con- 
gress. 

At a recent meeting of the Cincinnati 
Credit Men’s Association the delegates 
to the convention of the National Asso- 
ciation of Credit Men to be held at Buf- 
falo June 6, 7 and 8, were chosen as fol- 
lows: President Robert McF. Smith, 
Vice-President George F. Dieterle, Max 
Silberberg and W. A. Hopple. There 
were also formulated a set of topics that 
will be recommended to the convention 
for discussion, including the imporve- 
ment of mercantile agencies, betterments 
in the national bankruptcy law and de- 
tails of the investigation of fraudulent 
failures. Alternates to the convention 
will be named by the president in a short 
time. At the meeting the Legislative 
Committee was instructed to formulate 
a@ bill for introduction into the coming 
session of the State Legislature providing 
for suits against residents of other States, 
At the last session of the Legislature 
the law was changed by which attach- 
ments against non-residents were made 
possible in Ohio. The old law provided 
that goods packed and ready for ship- 
ment to a merchant out of the State 
could be attached by a creditor in this 
State. The new law does not allow this, 
and goods in transit cannot be attached, 
thus really making it necessary for the 
creditor to sue in the home State of the 
purchaser. This condition of affairs is 
not liked by the credit men, and they are 
especially put out with what they claim 
was a rather surreptitious manner in 
which the law was repealed. Some of 
them, and probably all of them, have not 
been made aware of the passage of the 
law changing existing conditions until an 
effort was made by them to attach goods 

under the old law. Then they found out 
just where they stood and woke up to the 
fact that they had been affected by ad- 
verse legislation without even being noti- 
fied of their position, 


The Credit Men’s Association of New 
York met on the evening of May 11 in the 
rooms of the Wool Club, in the Wool Ex- 
change Building. Preceding the discus- 
sion, for which the meeting was called, 
a dinner was served to about 100 mem- 
bers and guests, 

The desirability of amending the na- 
tional bankruptcy law, the necessity of 
improving the character of the reports 
upon which credits are based and the 
coming convention of the National Credit 
Men’s Association at Buffalo were the 
topics brought before the association. 

T. H. Bartindale, of Morse & Rogers, 
presided. The first speaker of the even- 
Ing was F. R. Boocock, secretary of the 





B. Jewett. 


National Credit Men’s Association, who 
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veness and its abil- 


credit men. His address 
was replete with anecdotes. . 
Erastus Wiman drew attention to the 


pared it to the currency question. 

G, Waldo Smith, of Smith & Sills, pro- 
posed that the Credit Men’s Association 
and the bankers co-operate in exacting 
of every business man a statement upon 
his application for credit, or upon his 
presenting a note to be discounted. 

Following Mr, Smith's address a paper, 
prepared by Hugo Kanzler, was read by 
Secretary Sayers. Mr. Kanzler was un- 
able to be present on account of sickness 
in his family. The paper outlined needed 
reforms in the bankruptcy law. 

Secretary Sayers announced that a rate 
of $8 to Buffalo and return had been ob- 
tained, and that though the New York 
Association is entitled to a delegation of 
sixteeen an effort will be made to send at 
least forty members to the national meet- 
ing. Members are requested to send writ- 
ten criticisms of the bankruptcy law to 
Secretary Sayers, in order that business 
men may be fully protected by the new 
law, which it is proposed to ask Congress 
to pass at its coming session. 

Following is a partial list of those pres- 
ent: H. W. Lazelle, F. S. Bolenius, A. G. 
Loomis, R. B. Minis, Frank 8S. Young, C. 
G, Alford, M. E. Bannin, T. H. Bartin- 
dale, Frank 8S. Flagg, Charles Biggs, A. 
B, Bishop, W. A. H. Bogardus, F. R. 
Booeock, Lorin Clark, S. D. Conger, W. 
R. Kimball, Wm, R. Conklin, M. R. Cook, 
R, G. Davisson, Chas. G. Bornmann, C. 
W. B. Fisher, E. BE, Wheelwright, A. C. 
Fish, M. J. Buckley, Max Goebel, Bugene 
Galland, Nathan K. Galland, H. Gold- 
smidt, E. S. Grey, Gus Haller, EB. E. 
Huber, A. E. Lloyd, Wm, F. Marsh, R. 
Fleming, Charles E, Meek, A. C. Saun- 
ders, D. T. Merritt, C. E. Elliott, IL R. 
Birch, Edward Mayer, D. J. McKenna, H. 
S. Heitkamp, Aaron Naumburg, Walter 
Naumburg, Robert R. Pentecost, Wm. A. 
Prendergast, E. W. Riker, E. W. Russell, 
F. P. Millis, G. Waldo Smith, M. Field, W. 
L. Smith, Arthur Stopham, A. L. Phipps, 
J. H. Thallman, F. C, Travers, V. Trav- 
ers, W, W. White, E. A. Whitman, Mar- 
tin H. Wilckens, Ed. H. Willet, John H. 
Hanna, George H. Willlams and Hrastus 
Wiman. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE EFFECTS OF LIFE TENURE OF 
OFFICE AND CLASS INFLUENCE ON 
THE DECISIONS OF THE FEDERAL 
COURTS—A CRITICISM OF JUDGE 
ALLEN’S ARTICLE IN THE MARCH 
NUMBER. 


Olympia, Wash., 


May 17, 1899. 
H. Gerald Chapin, Esq., 

Editor of The American Lawyer. 
Dear Sir— 

Permit me to express a criticism of the 
address of Judge Stephen H. Allen, deliv- 
ered before the Kansas State Bar Asso- 
ciation, entitled “An Inquiry Into the 
Effects of Life Tenure of Office and Class 
Influence on the Decisions of the Federal 
Courts,’”’ and published in the March 
(1899) number of The American Lawyer. 

I have no means of knowing how many 
of my professional brethren may see 
proper to publicly express their opinion 
of this address, but I think I cannot 
be far wrong in saying that the great 
body of American lawyers will dissent 
from the views of Judge Allen; and I feel 
equally certain that he is not only in 
error in advocating an elective judiciary, 
but that the manner and matter of his 
animadversions on the federal judges 
are unfair, unjust and most unpardon- 
able in a man of his ability and attain- 
ments. Every intelligent man knows the 
vital importance of fostering and pre- 
serving in the public mind a respect for 





our confidence in the purity and 

tiality of the bench, and lawyers, all 
men, know tha and up- 
right judiciary, learned in the law, and 
time or place to uphold the law i t0-2ay 

e or w, 

the Rock of Gibraltar that stands be- 
tween us and all we hold most dear, and 
the dangerous tendencies toward An- 
archy and chaos which evidence them- 
selves so often in recent years. Judge 
Allen may or may not be right in holding 
that it is better to elect our judges peri- 
odically and to have them immediately 
dependant on their constituents for the 
bread they eat, but, in my judgment, he 
is, beyond all question, wrong and fear- 
fully wrong in making such an attack as 
he has made on the Supreme Court of 
the United States, It is true he says that 
“whatever complaint may be made 
against the federal courts, it cannot be 
justly charged (sic) to a want of charac- 
ter, ability, learning, patriotism or integ- 
rity in the judges,” and a simple minded 
man would surely be pardoned for think- 
ing that men so richly endowed with 
such gifts and attributes would be above 
criticism in every respect; but, notwith- 
standing this lofty praise in one sentence, 
he astounds us in the next by saying “The 
bond of sympathy which in their early 
struggles bound them to the great multi- 
tude for whom some measure of privation 
and disaster is ever present or threaten- 
ing is forever severed. Having social 
position they naturally fall into the com- 
pany of others similarly situated. * * * 


Courtesies from men of great wealth and 
those who manage vast corporate inter- 
ests, tendered in the most delicate man- 
ner, are never wanting.” 

And then he says, “Let us inquire 
whether their official acts disclose any 
pernicious effects caused by these en- 
vironments.” Now what does this mean? 
What impression does Judge Allen in- 
tend to make on the minds of the people 
who may read or hear read this “ad- 
dress?”” It would seem to be this: That, 
in the first place, the federal judges, the 
judges who hold office during good be- 
havior, in contradistinction to the judges 
who are elected for a term of years, are 
those who have “social position” and 
who “naturally fall into the company of 
others similarly situated.’’ In the second 
place, that the pernicious effects of such 
an environment are such as to bias their 
minds and determine their official acts in 
favor of rich men and great corporations 
and against the rights of the poor man! 

I very much doubt whether a man’s 
social position in America is to be tested 
by his official position. If federal judges, 
generally, stand well in society it is not 
because they are judges, but rather by 
reason of the fact that they are men of 
culture and of integrity; and so with any 
other citizen, whether in official or in pri- 
vate life. And as to the insinuation that 
the federal judiciary are partial to rich 
men and to great corporations and that 
in any litigation between these and the 
poor man the latter must go to the wall, 
I am greatly mistaken if the American 
bar and the people generally will not say 
Le it is an unmerited and groundless 
ibel. 

In Chisholm’s Ex’r v. State of Georgia, 
2 Dallas, 419, the Supreme Court held that 
it had jurisdiction, under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, of a suit by a 
citizen of another State against a State. 
At the time the decision was rendered 
the Constitution provided that “contro- 
versies between two or more States, be- 
tween a State and a citizen of another 
State, ete., etc.,” should be determined 
by the federal court. Three of the four 
Supreme Court judges who wrote opin- 
ions in the case concurred in maintaining 
the jurisdiction of the court. This up- 
holding of the plain language of the Con- 
stitution, the construction and meaning 
of which was discussed and considered at 
the time the Constitution was submitted 
to the people, and the objection then 
taken, that it exposed a State, although 
a sovereign commonwealth, to be sued 
by the individual citizens of some other 





wyer 
would have listened with ill 
any man who had charged the 
improper motives. ? 

Another case referred to by Judge Al- 
len is the Dartmouth College case. See 
what he says: : 

“It was declared that a charter granted 


ficial being created by himself as against 
the sovereignty of the people of the State 
and of the nation itself forever.” 

Of course we all know that this case is 
based upon the clause in the Constitution 
(Article 1, Section 10) which declares that 
no State shall make any law impairing 
the obligation of contracts; that Dart- 
mouth College was incorporated under a 
charter granted by the British crown to 
its trustees in New Hampshire in 1769; 
that this charter conferred upon said 
trustees certain important powers and 
privileges, and that the Supreme Court 
simply held that the Legislature of New 
Hampshire could not impair the contract 
between the crown and the trustees. 

“This decision,” says an eminent jurist, 
“has stood from the day it was made to 
the present hour as a great bulwark 
against popular effort through State leg- 
islation to evade the payment of just 
debts, the performance of obligatory con- 
tracts and the general repudiation of the 
rights of creditors.” 

The power of Congress to create and to 
protect a corporation is determined in 
McCullough vy. State of Maryland, 4 
Wheaton, 316, and in Asborn v. United 
States Bank, 9 Wheaton, 738, was up- 
held by the Supreme Court. These 
cases are referred to by Judge Allen. He 
says of the latter: 

“This decision furnishes the foundation 
for the existing National banking system, 
as well as of Federal interference with 
the execution of State laws by State of- 
ficials.”’ 

Judge Thompson, in his exhaustive 
work, “Commentaries on the law of Cor- 
porations,” Vol. 1, Sec. 670, says: “In Mc- 
Cullough v. Maryland, decided in 1819, 
Chief Justice Marshall laid down the rule, 
which has been followed ever since, that 
Congress has power to create a corpora- 
tion whenever to do so is an appropriate 
measure to carry into execution the 
enumerated powers of that body. * * * 
Congress has not indicated under which 
of its express powers it acted when it 
passed the National banking statutes. 
* * * The banking statutes may per- 
haps fall under the power of Congress to 
borrow money, to regulate interstate 
commerce, to coin money and to regulate 
the value thereof.’’ 

The next case referred to by Judge Al- 
len is the Dred Scot case, 19 How., 393. 
He says, inter alia: “The decision denied 
that a free negro whose ancestors were 
brought to this country and sold as slaves 
was a citizen within the meaning of the 
Constitution, and held that he had no 
right to resort to a Circuit Court of the 
United States for the purpose of being re- 
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lieved from a condition of slavery in 
which he was unjustly held.” 


battery against the person claiming to 
be his master, and the Supreme Court 
held in this case that a slave taken tem- 
porarily to a free State and to a Terri- 
tory in which Congress has forbidden 
slavery, and afterward returning into a 
slave State and resuming residence there, 
was not a citizen capable of suing in the 
Federal courts if by the law of the slave 
State he was still a slave. I will not take 
up more of your space in commenting on 
what is said about the other decisions re- 
ferred to 


‘ The burden of Judge Allen’s contention 
is that unless judges are elected period- 
ically by popular vote they will naturally 
flock with rich men and will decide 
causes in their favor. 


Mr. Bryce In his “The American Com- 
monwealth,”’ Vol. 1, page 265, speaking of 
the working of the Federal courts, says: 
“The value of the Federal courts to the 
country at large has been inestimable. 
They have done much to meet the evils 
which an elective and ill-paid State ju- 
diciary inflicts on some of the newer and 
a few even of the older States. The Fed- 
eral Circuit and District Judges, small as 
are their salaries, are in most States in- 
dividually superior men to the State 
Judges, because the greater security of 
tenure induces abler men to accept the 
post. Being immovable, they feel them- 
selves independent of parties and poli- 
ticians, whom the elected State judges, 
holding for a limited term, may be tempt- 
. to conciliate with a view to re-elec- 
tion.” 


It was only the other day we saw that 
in the City of New York such men as 
Judge Peckham, Judge Pryor and Judge 
Daly were testifying before a legislative 
committee as to some of the beauties of 
the elective system. According to them a 
candidate for the bench in New York is 
expected to pay anywhere from ten to 
twenty-five thousand dollars for his nom- 
ination; and Judge Daly told how that 
immaculate citizen, Richard Croker, had 
sent him word that he should not have a 
renomination because he had refused, at 
Croker’s dictation, to appoint a certain 
man to a clerkship in his court; and had 
refused also to put the judicial sales into 
the hands of Croker’s partners! 


If a man will crook the pregnant hinges 
of the knee to a political boss that thrift 
may follow fawning—if a man will pay 
thousands of dollars to get a judgeship— 
what chance would a poor litigant have 
in his court? Would not the danger be 
—e. could be deaf as well as 

nd? 


“There is no sphere in which the worst 
passions of human nature may operate 
more easily or more dangerously than in 
the sphere of politics, There is no crim- 
inal of a deeper dye than the adventurer 
who is gambling for power with the lives 
of men. There are no crimes which pro- 
duce vaster and more enduring sufferings 
than those which sap the great pillars ot 
order in the state and destroy that re- 
spect for life, for property and for law on 
which all true progress depends.’’ Lecky’s 
a in the 18th Century, Vol. 8, page 


The filling of judicial places never 
ought to have been drawn within this 
“sphere of politics.” It is matter of com- 
mon observation that popular elections 
do not secure the ablest and the best men 
in the community, no matter what the of- 
fice to be filled; and in the present condl- 
tion of sociéty representative government 
is only good in theory. The tithe doubt- 
less will come when intelligence and char- 
acter will control, even in politics, but it 
has not come yet, and until it does no bet- 
ter plan can be suggested than to have 
our judges appointed for life by the Chief 
Magistrate of the State. Yours very truly, 


T. N. ALLEN. 





THE CROSS-EXAMINATION OF A WIT- 
NESS—THE ATTORNEY'S SIDE OF 
THE QUESTION. 


Buffalo, N. Y., May 15, 1899. 
H. Gerald Chapin, Esq. : 
Editor The American Lawyer: 


Dear Sir—Legal journals just now are 
teeming with instances of the abuse by 
attorneys of the privileges which have 
been extended to them from time imme- 
morial of the manner in which they may 
cross-examine a witness, or what they 
may or may not say in summing up a 
case to the jury. In our anxiety to find 
fault with an eager and anxious repre- 
sentative at the bar we lose sight of the 
fact that it is his duty to do, and, for that 
matter, to cause to be done, everything 
possible to the success of the side which 
he represents. It is his duty to examine 
into the credibility, veracity and oppor- 
tunity for observation of the witness, and 
to shake his credit by exhibiting his gen- 
eral immoral character, and it would be 
indeed strange if this were not so. How 
can a jury judge from a man’s appear- 
arce what his life may be or what ten- 
dency he may or may not have for tell- 
ing the truth; what regard he may have 
for an oath, which at best is but a poor 
means of reaching the truth, or, in fact, 
whether he believes in the sanctity of an 
oath at all. When a witness is placed 
upon the stand he is held out by the per- 
son who calls him as being above re- 
preach, and the very matter at issue is 
frequently the character of a witness, 
Many cases are decided upon questions 
of fact which one or more witnesses may 
allege to have existed, and another lot of 
witnesses deny the existence of. Whom 
are you going to believe, and whom can 
the jury believe? Is it not right here 
that the strength of counsel comes in and 
separates the wheat from the chaff, and 
while he may not be able to obtain six 
witnesses who will directly impeach the 
testimony given, he may and should Pave 
a right to show to the jury the general 
moral character of the opposing wit- 
nesses. A man should so live in the com- 
munity that he should not be ashamed 
of having his general moral charaeter in- 
quired into. It serves as a deterrent to 
vice. If men recognize the fact that at 
any time they are liable to be called upon 
as witnesses in even the most trivial af- 
fairs, and that the cross-examining coun. 
sel has the right to examine into their 
moral character to determine their repu- 
tation for truth and veracity, then they 
are likely to so live that their answers 
may not reflect discredit upon them- 
selves. Then assuming it to be true that 
the right exists to so impeach a witness, 
the right should also exist to comment 
without restraint when counsel is sum- 
ming up to the jury. His argument con- 
sists but of inferences drawn from the 
incidents of the trial. If the opposite 
side is parading witnesses unworthy of 
belief under the guise of honest men, he 
has himself only to blame if their true 
character is displayed. There is no wrong 
done, but, on the contrary, the chances 
are that justice will be more likely to be 
obtained under such circumstances. It 
would be better if greater license were 
allowed counsel, and that it be rather 
the exception than the rule for the court 
to interfere. The time has passed when 
the principal method of proving a case 
consisted in the exclusion of evidence. 
The evil resulting from this practice is 
too well known to need comment. Let us 
be rational and reasonable in all that we 
do, and be not held up to ridicule by the 
laity for the formation of rules, the only 
purpose of which is to exclude evidence 
and pervert the truth. The courts show 
too great an anxiety to exclude and base 
their decisions on the principle that 
everything should be excluded except 
such as the “law’’ of evidence renders 
admissible. The reverse of this should 
be the practice, and everything should be 
admissible except when reason dictates 
the contrary. This will be the surest and 
best manner of placing the jurors in the 
position of the litigants and of enabling 





them to render a just verdict. Yours 
truly, PHILIP V. FENNELLY. 
THE EDUCATIONAL ESTOPPEL. 
San Francisco, Cal., May 10, 1899. 
Editor “American Lawyer:” 

Dear Sir—We will probably be discuss- 
ing the question of education long after 
the Philippine question is buried in the 
dust of the past. Every now and then 
some one comes to the front with a new 
“method,” and secures sufficient follow- 
ers to give his method a trial, when all 
at once we find we are as far from the 
desired and promised results as when we 
first started. Immediately another re- 
former proclaims another ‘method,” 
points out the imperfections of the other, 
secures his following and anon the cry 
of “failure” is heard again. And so 
method after method, “following fast 
and following faster,” appears on the 
scene, and as soon dies away and is for- 
gotten. 

These remarks are applicable to nearly 
every pursuit, calling and circumstance 
in life. 

This process is very natural and very 
proper. There is nothing in all this ap- 
parently inconsistent endeavor of which 
to complain. We should try new ways 
when old ones fail, or don’t bring the re- 
sults claimed for them. It is about the 
only course to pursue. The conditions of 
life are constantly changing, like the 
soil, the climate and our own physical 
constitution. Who does not look at life 
differently at 25 than at 15; at 45 than at 
25; after marriage than before? 

There are methods of studying law, 
medicine, commerce. These are subject 
to change. 


The law school is a thing of quite re- 
cent growth, or rather is a thing that is 
now growing very fast. I believe in it, 
although I never attended one. I studied 
in an office of very good standing, and 
for that very reason I prefer the school. 
I soon saw the imperfections and short- 
comings of the office—all work and no in- 
struction. Yet it was the only method 
a few years ago—the best that could be 
pursued. 

The system produced good lawyers 
enough—none better. Yet the day is 
passing, or perhaps is already passed, 
for successful study in a law office. 

But a few very curious results are to 
be noted with respect to the law school. 
No sooner is the system recognized and 
its usefulness admitted than we hear a 
cry that none should be permitted to 
practice law but those who have at- 
tended a law school. 


Now, here lies a very peculiar contra- 
diction. The advocates of the law school 
training contend that the system pro- 
duces better lawyers, and, as in the ordi- 
nary course of nature the better class 
of lawyers, as the better class of crafts- 
men in other callings, succeed, why, af- 
ter law schools are established all over 
the country, should we try to close 
the profession, by legislative enactment 
at least, to those who are not able to at- 
tend the school, but have to resort to 
private study? Is it not a tacit admis- 
sion that the law school is a failure? 
There is no profession, probably, where 
men rest so much on their merits as in 
that of law. Every eye is open to watch 
the lawyer, to scrutinize his conduct, to 
weigh his ability . He works in secret 
probably less than any other person in 
professional life. The physician makes 
his prescriptions in private, attends his 
patient ip private and has no rival con- 
stantly on the watch to detect or expose 
his deficiencies. Not so with the law- 
yer. He is in the public eye all the time. 
from the beginning to the close of his 
career. How often is it said of him 
when his name fails to appear in the 
daily press: “I never hear anything of 
—— —— any more. What has become of 
him?” 

Now, then, suppose A. and B. engage 
in practice at the same time in the same 
place. A. is a graduate and B. is not. 
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B. is successful and A. is not so. Now, | the offense tted, the people who | Published the Washington Law Book 
can A. advocate the exclusion of non- | elected the i tors or ratified their ac- | Company, Wa D. 
Fanta apes Is he not admitting his own | tion in the of the bill, are mur- We are in receipt of a copy of part 1, 

eat, writing his own obituary? Others derers. To call it a judicial execution | volume 1, of the foregoing h 
may do this, but not he himself. He has | does not change the principle, mi we have examined with much: interest 
com 


e fresh into the field with his diplo- 
ma, and ce “he is not in it.” Here 
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therefore, toppel. 

It is claimed, also, that the profession 
is overcrowded, Who can raise this 
point? Certainly not the law school 
graduate, fer the law school is engaged 
in this very business—filling up the ranks 
of professional life. 

What law school dare adopt for its 
“The legal profession is over- 
crowded?” Where would come its stu- 
dents? Who would pay its professors? 

Here, then, we have another estoppel. 
If the law school facilitates study, it 
increases the profession. If it gives a 
diploma to one rot likely to succeed (and 
this it not infrequently does), who must 
bear the blame? 

Hence, it seems to me that law grad- 
uates are not in a position to discourage 
those who resort to irregular methods of 
study, or to raise an outcry against over- 
crowding the profession. Others may, but 
they may not. Who may therefore take 
up the burden against the study of law? 
Those who are not so estopped—the pub- 
lic, the parent, who has to pay the price 
and suffer indirectly or directly the re- 
sult of failure, may be heard. This may 
seem a trifling quibble, but it is never- 
theless theoretically and _ practically 
sound. 

If we wish to restrict the profession of 
law, close the law schools altogether. If 
we raise the standard can we be heard to 
complain that the high standard is not a 
success? If it is not a success, why not 
raise it? JOHN GOSS. 


THE ABOLITION OF CAPITAL PUNISH- 
MENT. 
Corsicana, Texas, May 8, 1899. 
H. Gerald Chapin, Esq., Editor American 

Lawyer, 29 Murray street, New York: 

Dear Sir—Civilized@ humanity should 
abolish the customs and laws, the usages 
and practice, the penalties and punish- 
ments adopted, sanctioned and observed 
by heathens and barbarians. 

Punishment is the end of the law. The 
law is enacted by consent of the law- 
making power of the State. The law- 
making framer is a body of trustees, 
agents or representatives of the whole so- 
ciety to be governed by the laws of the 
State, or nation, and the power of the 
trustees, agents or representatives can- 
not exceed the rights, power or authority 
of the trustors, principals or sovereign 
members of society, State or nation. No 
man in a state of nature has the right 
to deprive any human being of his life. 
What man cannot give to another, he has 
no right to deprive the other of. 

Society has no greater right to deprive 
a human being of life than a single 
member of society has—a State has no 
higher power than society. Men and 
women constitute society, societies con- 
stitute States, but the rights and pow- 
ers of society cannot be greater than the 
rights and powers of the human beings 
who compose society. The rights of 
the State over the life of the in- 
dividual cannot be greater than the 
rights of the members of society who 
constitute the State. Life is not the gift 
of man, society or State. What the State 
cannot give, it cannot take. What so- 
ciety cannot bestow it cannot destroy. 
Society is formed to protect the individu- 
als, States to protect societies, but the 
power of protection cannot justify de- 
struction and death. ‘‘An eye for an eye, 
a tooth for a tooth” is but the judgment 
of revenge, and if an individual is guilty 
of murder in taking the life of his fellow- 
man, and society, the State or the laws 
of man, decree death as his punishment 
therefor, the decree is but an act of re- 
venge. The jury who render the verdict, 
the judge who pronounces the sentence, 
the sheriff who executes the law, the leg- 
islators who enacted the punishment for 





tigate 
the offense, or prove the superiority of 
civilized law over barbarism or heathen 


for violation of law, but the right to for- 
feit life—Never! Never! Never! 

Barbarians have claimed the right and 
exercised it. Civilized nations and States 
clinging to ancient customs, laws and 
precedents have yet amended the laws of 
punishment decreeing death until we 
have but few crimes punishable with 
death. Civilization should abolish the 
death penalty. Oh, Ye Law Makers, Jur- 
ists and Pillars of State, turn your eyes 
from the starless midnight gloom of bar- 
barism, and look to the rosy dawn of a 
higher civilization! 

If no individual has the right to de- 
prive a human being of life, where and 
how does any society of individuals or 
any State or nation acquire the right? De- 
prive him of liberty, it can be restored; 
deprive him of property, it can be com- 
pensated for; impose the harsh decree of 
banishment, it can be repealed. All pun- 
ishments but death can be decreed. Life 
man cannot give. Life the State cannot 
bestow. Death man should not cause. 
Death the State should not decree. 


Let the voice of civilized man herald to 
the world the end of savage punishment, 
the abolition of barbaric law, and the 
blessed dawn of the Golden Age. I re- 
main, yours very truly, 

W. W BALLEW. 


_—_ 


BOOK REVIEWS. 


If we were Mr. Samuel H. Wandell, of 
the New York City Bar, we should en- 
deavor to call in and burn, tear, cancel, 
obliterate, mutilate and otherwise destroy 
with all the speed and dispatch possible 
a certain pamphlet which is being quite 
widely distributed by the publishers of 
“You Should Not,” a work upon legal 
ethics, of which he is the author. We 
have read Mr. Wandell’s book, and have 
a very high opinion of it as a most valu- 
able treatise upon the subject in ques- 
tion. The author’s style is clear and con- 
cise, and the advice he gives is sound 
and in all respects worthy of being fol- 
lowed. The work is, in fact, an excel- 
lent mental tonic for members of the Bar 
in times like the present, when the pro- 
fession is becoming more and more com- 
mercialized. But, unfortunately for Mr. 
Wandell, he has a publisher who has 
thought best to advertise the book by 
means of a pamphiet containing a quota- 
tion from one of the law magazine re- 
views, in which we are told that “His 
(Mr. Wandell’s) book in the hands of a 
young lawyer will make him see how 
sordid and mean a lawyer can become. It 
ought to be widely read and do much 
good.’’ Whether it will be of any partic- 
ular advantage to a young lawyer for 
him to see how sordid and mean he can 
become if he only tries is somewhat 
problematical. Possibly if he were left in 
ignorance upon this interesting point it 
would be just as well. The “ad” is an 
excellent illustration of how we'may say 
exactly what we don’t mean, and re- 
minds us of the young advertising agent 
who is said to have actually described 
Walt Whitman's “Leaves of Grass” as 
“A daisy, and don’t you forget it.” 





The American Practice Reports.— 
Charles A. Ray, LL. D., editor in chief, 
ex-Chief Justice of the Supreme Court 
of Indiana, and author of ‘Imposed Du- 
ties,” “‘Carriers,”’ etc. Subscription price, 
$6 per volume, including advance sheets, 
bound volume and expressage. Four vol- 
umes a year. Advance sheets, $4 a year. 








pleadings ,suits on bottomry bonds, prac- 
tice and pleading in State courts, when 
followed in United States courts, etc., 
etc. The head notes are clear, concise 
and well placed, and the cases well ar- 
ranged. The only criticism we can make 
is as to a matter at detail. We think the 
book would be greatly improved if the 
reporter would note the number of the 
volume at the top of each page, so that 
the reader in citing a given case would 
not be forced to turn over and examine 
the back of the book. It may be possible 
that the publishers intend doing this in 
the bound volumes, and if so, this sug- 
gestion is premature: If they do not ex- 
pect to do so, however, it might be very 
advisable for them to take this fact into 
consideration. This, however, as we have 
stated before, is nothing more than a 
matter of detail, and does not go to the 
merits of the work in the slightest de- 
gree, nor does it prevent the work in 
question from being a most valuable ad- 
dition to the library of the practitioner. 


By Sunlit Waters. A Tampa Story by 
Thomas Mitchell Shackleford and Will- 
iam Wilson de Hart. Published by F. 
Tennyson Neely, New York city. 


As a general rule we refrain from re- 
viewing books upon other than legal sub- 
jects. In the present instance, however, 
we are requested for an honest and can- 
did opinion, and we proceed to give it, 
only regretting that it is not favorable. 
The work seems to be attributable to au- 
thors of but slight experience in literary 
fields, and has the stamp of newness and 
crudity usually born by the early literary 
efforts of a “sweet girl graduate.” The 
principal characters appear to be one 
Wilbur Carlyle, whose chief mission in 
life is to have his heart “torn with con- 
flicting emotions ” (Shades of the immor- 
tal Laura Jean Libby and Ouida!) and 
Lucian Mordaunt, whose one purpose is 
to quote Bacon, whom, by the way, he al- 
ways alludes to as “My friend Francis 

’ We have attempted to count the 
number of times in which the former’s 
anatomy was dislocated in the way indi- 
cated and the latter had occasion to call 
upon his ame damnee, and gave it up. 

Just what plot there is we do not seem 
able to discover. Possibly the joint au- 
thors had the present work in mind when 
they make one of the characters observe: 
“Think of the works of fiction annually 
coming from the press and circulating 
most extensively among the masses!” 
And yet in a way the book may be looked 
upon as a popular educator. If the au- 
thors could only have made the charac- 
ters drop all their respective vocations 
and collaborate upon a dictionary of 
popular quotations we are convinced that 
they all might have consistently been 
made to attain fame and fortune in the 
last chapter. In real life it must have 
been exceedingly wearisome to meet a 
‘man or woman whose conversation chief- 
ly consisted of verse, blank or otherwise. 
but the dramatis personae of the noval 
seem to have been upon an intellectual 
plane, which rendered all forms of 
amusement other than the “swapping” 
of verses pale and uninteresting. 


It is customary in reviews to point out 
the trueness to life of the characters. 





Upon this point we fail to express an 
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opinion. We do not know whether it is 
customary in MPlorida law offices for 
stenographer to entertain the clients 
friends of her employer as a part of 
official duties. The idea of 

introducing a friend to the y lady 
in question, with a request that eke en- 
tertain him during his (the aforesaid em- 
ployer’s) absence from the office would 
certainly strike a New York attorney as 
rather an odd one. 

Usually, when nothing can be said in 
favor of a work sent to us for review, we 
endeavor to be charntablé and talk about 
the paper, print, binding, etc.. The paper 
we believe is the usual standard measure 
and the quality of the ink used quite up 
to the average. The color of the cover is 
a most excruciating shade of pea green, 
with a scene printed thereon in black 
and white in a style faintly suggesting a 
poster “ad,’’ and which is, we suppose, 
intended to represent a scene from Tam- 
pa, the beautiful. We are as yet unaware 
whether Florida law permits an action 
for libel to be brought by a municipal 
corporation, but in the event of this be- 
ing allowed, we assume that proceedings 
of this nature will soon be brought by 
Hillsboro County. Taken as a whole, the 
effect of the front’ cover somewhat re- 
minds us of the garden scene in “Faust” 
while the green light is being turned on 
and before the stage moon has arisen. 

On the whole, we regret we cannot con- 
scientiously speak favorably of the pres- 
ent work as a literary production. 


LAW SCHOOLS. 


Items from the Law Schools, their Fac- 
ulty, Membership and Course of Instruc- 
tion. Personal news concerning the Pro- 
fessors and Lecturers, the Standing and 
Action of Law Students, their Class or 
School Organizations and all subjects per- 
taining to Legal Educators and Students. 
Officers of Law Schools and of Law 
School Organizations are requested to 
send us such matters as are of general 
interest. 


UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN—SCHOOL 
OF LAW. 
Dean H. B. Hutchings has been asked 


to accept the presidency of the Univer- 
sity of lowa at Des Moines. 


WESTERN RESERVE UNIVERSITY— 
DEPARTMENT OF LAW. 

The law school building of Western 
Reserve University will be enlarged. A 
wing will be extended from the rear of 
the building. It will be nearly as large 
as the main structure, and will be used 
as a library and study. 





UNIVERSITY OF TENNESSEE—LAW 
DEPARTMENT. 

Much interest is being manifested by 
the students of the senior law class of 
the University of Tennessee over the 
annual prize essay contest for a hand- 
some set of law books of the value of 
$300. As far as known, only two of the 
students are working for the much 
coveted prize. The gentlemen are E. W. 
Stratmanm and C. T.. Nance, both of 
whom rank high in their class and will 
no doubt acquit themselves with credit 
in the contest. The successful writer will 


not be announced until commencement 
week. 


WASHINGTON AND LEE UNIVERSITY 
LAW DEPARTMENT. 


Work on the Memorial Building ded- 
icated to Hon. John Randolph Tucker has 
been begun. The building is to be the 
home of the law school, of which he was 
the head for so many years. It will be 
©. handsome native granite, containing 
four lecture rooms, library, three pro- 
fessors’ rooms, reading room, etc. In the 
library will be placed’ the bust of Mr. 
Tucker, recently completed by Valentine, 
of Richmond, Va., which is a marvelous 








likeness of the original. The building will 
be for occupancy next Fall, and 
when will be one of the most 
complete law buildings in its appoint- 
ments in the country. Three professors 
and five lecturers constitute the law 
faculty. 





UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA—LAW 
DEPARTMENT. 


Another $25,000 gift has been made to 
the University of Pennsylvania toward 
the completion of the new law building. 
The donors of this gift are the friends and 
former clients of Richard C. McMurtrie, 
who was for many years one of Philadel- 
phia’s foremost lawyers. While he was 
Chancellor of the Law Association of 
Philadelphia the University of Pennsyl- 
vania conferred on him the honorary de- 
gree of Doctor of Laws. 

The Board of Trustees have been asked 
by the donors of this gift to set aside one 
of the halls of the new law bullding to be 
called ‘““‘The McMurtrie Hall,”’ and witha 
proper inscription and a bust or portrait 
to perpetuate the memory of the noted 
jurist. 


UNIVERSITY OF VIRGINIA—DEPART- 
MENT OF LAW. 


The law class of the University of Vir- 
ginia has one hundred and thirty-eight 
members this year, an increase of fifteen 
over the attendance of last session. Of 
this number there are about forty ap- 
plicants for the degree of Bachelor of 
Law. 

The course is intended to be finished 
in two years, but owing to the unusually 
high standard (83 1-3 per cent.) required 
for graduation, there are very seldom 
more, and very often less, than twenty- 
five candidates who succeed in complet- 
ing it within that period. No student is 
allowed to graduate unless he shall have 
conducted at least one case in the moot 
court, and for excellence in this depart- 
ment ten prizes are annually awarded, 
the first prize being the American An- 
nual Digest, given by the West Publish- 
ing Company. Another prize—the Amert- 
can and English Encyclopedia of Law—is 
given by the Edward Thompson Com- 
pany for the best thesis on some legal 
subject assigned by the law faculty. 

The officers of the class for this ses- 
sion are: ‘ President, G. B. Wallace, of 
Virginia; vice-president, R. L. Davidson, 
of Kentucky; secretary and treasurer, P. 
P. Steptoe, of Virginia; historian, Z » 
Estes, of Tennessee. 


UNIVERSITY OF MAINE—LAW DE. 
PARTMENT. 
Hon. L. A. Emery of EHlisworth, Asso- 


ciate Justice in the Maine Supreme Court, 
recently delivered a course of leetures on 


Roman law before the students of the 
Law School. 

At the next session the case which will 
come on trial is that of Northeastern 
Banking Co. vs. Maynard being heard on 


the defendant’s motion for a non-suit. 
Hutchings and Small will be counsel for 
the plaintiff and Leathers and Water- 
house will act in the defense. 


This is the statement of the case: 

Jas. Maynard of Banger, who was in- 
debted to Wm. Thompson of the same 
city, executed the following instrument: 

$350. Bangor, July 7, 1898. 


On or before Oct. 1, 1898, I promise to 
pay Wm. Thompson or order $350, with 
interest at six per cent. per annum until 
paid, together with ten per cent, on said 
amount for counsel fees, if placed in the 
hands of an attorney for suit. 

(Signed.) JAS. MAYNARD. 

Value received. 

On July 7, 1898, Thompson indorsed this 
note In blank, and it was discounted by 
the North Eastern Banking Company. 
Maynard refused to pay the instrument 
at maturity and the company brings suit 
against him, claiming to recover as in- 
dorsee of a negotiable promissory note. 


PROMINENT LAW SCHOOLS. 


The is a list of the most prominent law 
schools eountry. 
this list will be accorded to law schools, eto. 


YALE UNIVERSITY LAW -New Haven, Conn. 
University Law ««++----Denver, Cole. 
Columbian University ...... ...... D.C. 
Atlanta Law School................ weeneh Ga. 
COLLEGE OF sueccoveccenil i. 
CHICAGO LAW SCHOOL............. -..--Chicago, Ill. 





Y 
Western Univ’ Law meg = iar wre 
ee en ee abemted <— 5 
Allen University Law School.......... Columbia. 8. C. 
University of Texas, Law Dept ...... Austin, Texas. 
LAW DEPARTMENT, UNIVERSITY OF OCR conse, 


covers two sessions. 
BarRrRinegr, Chairman of Faculty 
WASHINGTON AND LEE UNIVERSITY SCHOOL OF 
LAW. William L. Wilson, LL. D., President. A 
thorough and complete two years’ course. Fifteen 
hours of lectures a week each year. Three pro- 
fessors who devote their entire time to the sch 
and four lecturers on » topics. _ School 
Economics, Political Science and History o to 
law students without —~¥ Expenses erate. 


Session — tem 8th. For me 
address Charles A. Graves, Dean, Lexington, Va. 
Richmond College, Law Dept .......... Richmond, Va. 
Wisconsin University Law School...... Madison, Wis. 








CHICAGO COLLEGE OF LAW. 


LAW DEPARTMENT OF LAKE FOREST UNIVERSITY. 
Faculty : — Hon. Tho A. M Hon. Hi w 
Shepard. ion. Edinund W. Burke, Hon. 8. P. Shope, Hon. 
U.N. Carter, Hon. John Gibbons. U uate course 

of two years. Post Graduate course of one year. 
SESSIONS EACH WEEK DAY EVENING. 
For further information address Secretary, 
ELMER E. BARRETT, LL. B. 
1501—100 Washington St., CHICAGO, ILI... 








UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON—DE- 
PARTMENT OF LAW. 


It is practically a certainty now that 
the University of Washington will have 
a department of law by the beginning of 
the next scholastic year. The Kings 
County Bar Association indorsed the 
plan at a meeting held on May 5. There 
were present several of the Regents, Dr. 
Pierpont Graves, president of the uni- 
versity, and others. 

The meeting was called to order soon 
after the assembly, and Judge Moore of 
the Superior Court was elected to pre- 
side. President Graves of the University 
then made a brief address, outlining his 
views upon the subject. He favored the 
scheme, but did not favor free tuition. 
Rather, he thought, it would be the best 
plan to charge a small fee, within the 
reach of all, and which would help sup- 
port the proposed department to a great 
extent. 


An interesting address was made by 





Regent Blethen on the department of 
law in the University of Michigan. He 
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Others followed in the same vein. John 
W. Pratt, who has opposed such a move- 
ment heretofore, was glad he had done 
so, for it was possible to start the move- 


thoroughly discussed. 

After a good deal of discussion the 
motion of R. B. Albertson, that it be 
the sense of the meeting that a depart- 
ment of law be established in the Uni- 

versity of Washington, was carried by a 
~ large majority. 

Upon the question of furnishing occa- 
sional lectures to the proposed depart- 
ment almost all present gave assent. 


YALE LAW SCHOOL, 

The Storrs lectures for 1899 at the law 
school will be given by the Hon. John 
M. Harlan, LL.D., associate justice of 
the United States Supreme Court, on the 
subject of “Constitutional Law.” . The 
course will consist of five lectures, the 
first one having been given May 23. 

The Yale Alumni Weekly announces a 
valuable gift to the Yale law school 
library. It is from Samuel R. Betts, 
Yale, 1875, of New York, who has given 
to the library the 185 volumes of reports 
and treatises, most of which formerly 
belonged to the library of the Hon. 
Samuel R. Betts, United States District 
Judge for the Southern District of New 
York, and the Hon. Frederick H. Betts, 
the grandfather and father of the donor 
respectively. 

Among the books are a collection of 
English reports, several of them old folio 
editions, and a collection of treatises on 
admiralty and maritime law. Mr. Betts 
has also given a sufficient sum of money 
to pay the expense of necessary rebind- 
ing. 


OF WISCONSIN 
SCHOOL. 
Charles R. Barney, of Mauston, Wis., 
and Robert Wild, of Milwaukee, Wis., 
have been selected by the faculty to rep- 
resent the law department in the com- 
mencement programme for 1899. 

At Bellevue, Ill, Saturday evening, 
May 6, representatives of the Forum Law 
Society of this school met the University 
of Missouri in the first joint debate be- 
tween the two schools. The question was 
“Whether the present system of opera- 
tion and private ownership of street rail- 
way lines in Chicago was preferable to 
the system of municipal ownership,” the 
University of Missouri taking the affirm- 
ative and the Forum Society the nega- 
tive. The decision of the judges was 
unanimous in favor of the affirmative. 
M. H. Chamberlain, president McKen- 
dree College, was the presiding officer. A 
large delegation from Missouri was in at- 
tendance to cheer their representatives 
on to victorv. 

During the past month a number of 
portraits of eminent jurists have been 
presented to the institution by Gen. E. 
E. Bryant, dean of the school. Some of 
them are very choice and make valuable 
additions to the collection. 

The Forum and Columbia debating so- 
cieties are doing excellent work this year. 
They are arranging for a system of joint 
impromptu debates, which the members 
think will be of great benefit to them. 
The system of debating in Wisconsin is 
well founded, and a great interest is 
shown in the work of each of the six 
societies, not only in the law school, but 
in the academic department. The law 
school furnished four of the intercolle- 
giate debates in which Wisconsin par- 
ticipated this year against Iowa and IIli- 
nois, 

Prof. A. A. Bruce, of the Chicago Col- 
lege of Law, is the latest addition to the 
faculty. He takes the subjects of Police 
Powers, Bailments and Agency, and is 
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giving the students valuable experience 
in these branches, i 
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LAWYERS IN TROUBLE. 


Thomas J. Deavitt, of Montpelier, Vt., 
has been disbarred from practicing be- 


fore the Department of the Interior. 








B®. M. Helwagen, of Columbus, O., has 
been suspended from the practice of law 
for six months, Mr. Helwagen is charged 
with having misled the Auditor of State 
and his assistant by representing that the 
signature on a voucher was that of a 
Mrs. Mary D. McFarland. 





Cc. B, W. Ryckman, of South Side, Wis., 
has been suspended from the practice 
of his profession for a period of two 
years, having been found guilty of fraud- 
ulently converting $180, collected from a 
client, to his own use, to be reinstated 
at the end of two years if he pays up, 
if not, to be permanently disbarred. 





J. Allen Ross, a negro attorney of 
Louisville; Ky., has been sentenced to 
five months’ imprisonment in jail and 
fined $500 in the United States Court. 
Ross pleaded guilty to a charge of col- 
lecting an illegal fee in a pension case. 
The fee allowed by law is but $10, and he 
charged an old negress, Louisa Coleman, 


The Supreme Court of Michigan has 
ordered ..cthur Jones and Stephen H. 
Clink, at.orneys of Muskegon, to show 
cause why they should not be punished 
for contempt of court. The attorneys 
were interested in the trial of the case 
of Thornton vs. Damm. In the supple- 
mental brief Jones alluded to Clink as a 
pettifogger and a man unworthy of be- 
lief. Clink thereupon moved the court 
to strike the brief of Jones from the files, 
because of the objectionable language 
contained therein. The court, however, 
found that the motion of Clink was 
equally disrespectful, and cited both to 
appear in the contempt proceeding. 


Hiram Y. Kauffman, a former District- 
Attorney of Berks County, Pennsylvania, 
has been arrested in Jersey City as a 
fugitive from justice. Kauffman said he 
had no statement to make other than 
that the extradition proceedings to take 
him back to Pennsylvania were illegal, 
and he would fight his removal. 

Kauffman was guardian for James E. 
Hill of Reading, Pa. He was recently 
convicted of the embezzlement of $948.40 
from the estate of his ward, and was 
sentenced to nine months in the peni- 
tentiary. He appealed his conviction, and 
it was sustained by the Court of Appeals. 
He was out on $2,000 bail pending the de- 
cision of the upper courts, and when he 
heard that he would have to go to prison, 
it is alleged that he disappeared from his 
home in Reading. His bondsmen then 
started an investigation, which resulted 
in his arrest. Since his conviction Kauff- 
man has paid back to the Hill estate the 
amount he was accused of embezzling. 


Harvey K. Newitt, who was Assistant 
United States District Attorney in Phila- 
delphia during the administration of 
President Harrison, has been arrested by 
secret service men, charged with bribing 
Detective McManus, of the Philadelphia 
office. He was given a private hearing 
before United States Commissioner Ed- 
munds and held in $15,000 bail. 

Witnesses testified at the hearing that 
Newitt gave McManus $500 as a bribe and 
subsequently $500 more. According to 
the story told by one of the detectives, 
one Kendig, of Lancaster suspected early 
this year that he and his alleged con- 
federates in counterfeiting were being 
watched by secret service men in Lan- 
caster. He came to Philadelphia and en- 
gaged Newitt as a go-between to bribe 
Detectives Burns and McManus, who 
were working on the case. Burns was 
not approached, but Newitt, according 
to the testimony, saw McManus, and the 
latter agreed to accept the bribe. 












—__—_—==_——— 
All of the meetings n Newitt and 
Sieblanin aere, witesenak br mbers of 
Mr. Wilkie’ and the 


8 force, 
. Newitt is said to be most positive. 
ewitt is well connec and has prac- 
ticed law in Philadelphia since 
from the United States District Attor- 


& 


: agreed upon 
candidate of the anti-administration fac- 


tion of the Republican party last year 
for Receiver of Taxes. 


The following resolution has been pre- 
sented to J Craig, of Wyoming. 

‘State of Wyoming, County of Uinta, 
ss.—In District Court, Third Judicial Dis- 
trict. Application for committee to in- 
vestigate the unprofessional transactions 
of A. A. Hammond, a member of the 
Uinta bar. 

“To the Hon. David H. Craig, Judge: 
The undersigned attorneys and members 
of the Uinta County Bar would respect- 
fully represent to Your Honor that the 
unprofessional transactions of the said 
A. A. Hammond, as set forth in the affi- 
davits hereto attached, are such as in 
the opinion of the undersigned would re- 
quire that a committee be appointed by 
this Honorable Court, to prepare and pre- 
sent disbarment proceedings to the ex- 
tent that the transactions referred to in 
said affidavits be inquired into, and if 
the said A. A. Hammond be found 
by this Honorable Court to be guilty that 
he be forever disbarred from practicing 
before any court of record in the said 
State of Wyoming. 

“The undersigned would respectfully 
represent that the bar of Uinta County 
desire to aid the court in preserving the 
dignity of both court and bar of the 
State of Wyoming. 

“Dated this 14th day of April, A. D., 

: “W. P. ROOT. 


1899 
“w. J. HILLS. 
“B. M. AUSHERMAN. 
“J. H. RYCKMAN., 
“J. A. HELLENTHAL. 
“JOHN C. HAMM.” 


After an investigation by the State Ex- 
aminer and Attorney General of Wyo- 
ming, relating to various acts of John 
W. Sammon, County Attorney, their re- 
port at length has been filed with the 
District Court and Board of County 
Commissioners, recommending that a 
Grand Jury be forthwith called to inves- 
tigate charges of perjury, embezzlement 
and extortion of money as a public of- 
ficial and compounding a felony. 

The above accusations relate to the es- 
tates of James B. Bruce and Orlanzo 
Maltby, deceased miners, killed in the 
late Almy explosion; the illegal selilng of 
liquor in the Jackson Hole country, and 
the extortion of a thousand dollar check 
from one Mr. Porter, of Afton, for the 
suppression of a criminal prosecution, and 
a number of other irregularities. 

The Board of County Commissioners, 
after considering the report, passed a 
resolution requesting that the judge, Hon. 
D. H. Craig, forthwith call a Grand Jury, 
that a proper investigation may be made. 

+ 


RECENT DEATHS. 
ED 


CALIFORNIA, 


E. J. Pringle, East Oakland. 
Samuel Greely Hilburn, Oakland. 
Judge Jas. F. Breen, San Francisco. 





Judge Peter C. Shannon, San Diego. 
COLORADO. 
KE. W. Richardson, Telluride. 


CONNECTICUT. 
Nathan P. Burr, Berlin. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Lewis Baker, Washington. 
FLORIDA, 
W. Means, Evinston. 
GEORGIA. 


Hon, Samuel Hawkins, Summerville. 
Larkin Davidson, Columbus. 
Nathaniel J. Hammond, Atlanta. 

D. Hammack, Crawfordsville. 


Judge Ger 
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ILLINOIS. 


Wirt Dexter Walker, Chicago. 
Rufus King, Ch 


4uie Wiliam A. Davis, Me Vernon. 
INDIANA, 
R. R. Stephen, Noblesville. 
IOWA. 
H. E. J. Boardman, Marshalltown. 


KANSAS. 


Claud Bernee, Fort Scott. 
Charies Sweeney, Fredona. 


KENTUCKY. 


George Alfred Winston, Louisville; 
A. H. Clark, Hopkinsville. 
Judge P. H. Sullivan, Richmond, 


LOUISIANA, 


Judge W. P. Kemp, Amite City. 
Judge William Fergus Kernan, Clinton. 


MAINE. 
Mon. Elbridge L. Getchell, Waterville. 
MARYLAND. 


Benjamin F. Horwitz, Baltimore. 
John J. Morton, Baltimore. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Christopher F. O’Brien, Boston. 
Alexander L. Hayes, Cambridge. 
William E. Courtney, Lowell. 


MICHIGAN. 


Harry Saunders, Detroit. 
Norman Geddes, Adrian. 


MINNBSOTA. 
George Ketcham, Herman. 

MISSISSIPPI. 
Toby W. Johnston, Columbus. 

MISSOURL. 
Garland Pollard, St.. Louis, 
Judge J. D. Ellis, Nevada 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Arthur W. Silsby, Concord. 
Hon, Charles A. Sinclair, Portsmouth. 
Samuel Sparhawk Kimball, Concord. 
NEBRASKA. 
Judge Samuel Reese, Omaha. 
NEW YORK. 
Thomas F. Kearns, Watertown. 
Joseph W. Russell, Albany. 
James A. W. Ten Byck, Albany. 
Judge John A. Vance, Potsdam. 


Charlies E, Countryman, Albany. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 
Judge C. H. Johnson, Cooperstown. 
W. E. Thompson, Milton. 
OHIO. 


John M. Gorman, Defiance. 
Judge Thomas Brown, Marysville. 
Judge John Matthews, Columbus. 
William Disney, Cincinnati. 


Judge William Lawrence, Bellefontaine. 


Hon, John R. Williamson, Norwalk. 
Judge J. W. Laird, Jackson. 
Judge Lester M. Taylor, Claredon, 


Early E. Poppleton, Delaware. 
OKLAHOMA. 
Judge J. J. Power, Perry. 


OREGON. 
H. W. Gellette, Portland. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


A. H. Fritchey, Lancaster. 
John W. Shortlidge, Philadelphia. 
Henry A. Townsend, Philadelphia. 


J. J. Reimensnyder, Simbury. 

De Alanson Overton, Towanda. 

Frank Donahugh, Indiana. 
RHODB ISLAND. 

Hon. Jonathan R. Bullock, Bristol. 


TENNESSEE, 
Judge J. B. Cooke, Chattanooga 
L. B. Headrick, Chattanooga. 
TEXAS. 


Judge J. W. Ramsey, Kerrville. 
Judge J. W. Ferris. Waxahachie. 
J. B. Chatten, Greenville. 


VERMONT. 
William R. Mattison, So. Shaftsbury. 
VIRGINIA. 
Charles H. Woods, Hot Springs. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
Morgan Stedd, Armstrong’s Mills. 
WISCONSIN. 


Judge J. L. Mann, Milwaukee, 
Clarence E. Chapin, Milwaukee. 
William H. Packard, Washburn. 


CANADA, 


George Henry Smith, Toronto (Ont.) 
John P. Irwin, Galt (Ont.) 
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PATENT ATTORNEYS. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
WASHIN' [W echtaaten Co.) 


> and 
ssociate work in both 








it causes. A 
office and court practice given prompt attention. . 


O'Meara & Co., 818 G at.. N. W. Refer to Colam- 
bia National Bank. 
ILLINOIS. 
CHICAGO Conk co) 
CH — BROWN, 1 Deabems hag Acts 
as counsel to practisin patent 
causes. Aiicenventeness for taking depositions 


OF INTEREST TO CORPORATIONS. 


LIL LLL LA 


many States of the Union laws have been enacted 





whom process may be served. 

Persons coming within the meaning of such laws can 
make ite with such attorney or 
for an annual fee for their services, which ought not 
“Toate Lo gr than $25 per annum. 

e to those matters may ive 
such or corporations of the right to do'baai 
some desirable State or territory, or t 
them from bringing suit in some important matter. 

Those attorneys, whose names and addresses are here 
given, will advise you as to all requirements of the 
pertataing to corperations that sell 
products in such State by means of traveling salesmen. 
or any business while having no branch 
office, or fi , or other business office coming with 
in the purport of the statutes of such States. 


Alabama—Gunter&G unter, MosesBldg, Montgomery 

Arizona— 

Arkansas—P. C. FISHER, 600 Garrison ave., Fort 
Smith. 

California— 

Colorado— 


Connecticut— Chas. Kleiner, 309-310 Exchange Bldg, 
New Haven. 


Kansas— 
penetrate & Trabue, Columbia Bldg, Louis- 
ville. 

Louisiana— 


Maine - 
Maryland—HODSON & HODSON, 6 Lexin treet, 
East, Baltimore. sta 


Massachusetts— 

Michigan—SAYLES, WOOD & HAMMOND, 10 Butler 
Building, it. 

Minnesota—Fifield, Fletcher & Fifield, 920-930 Lum- 


ber Exchange, Minneapolis. 


em ne 
Missouri—Ames & Jones, American Bank Bldg, 
Kansas City. 
Montana— 
Nebraska— 
New Jersey—THOMAS P. FAY, Long Branch. 
New Mexico— 
New York— 
North Carolina—JOHN W. HINSDALE, Citizens Nat’) 
Bank poteing, Seite. 
North Dak: BANGS & GUTHRIE, Grand Forks. 
Ohio— William T. McClure. King Bldg, Columbus. 


Zon— 

Pennsylvania— Frank E. Boyle, Burr Bldg, Scranton. 

Rhode Island— 

South Carolina—MORDECA! & GADSDEN, 43-47 Broad 
street, Char!eston. 

South Dakota— 

Tennessee— 

Texas—R. B. LOGGINS, Galveston. 

Utah— 

Vermont— 


wo Virginia~ MERRICK & SMITH Parkersburg 
est ar x 
Wisconsin— Chas. H. Hamilton, City Hall, Milwaukee, 














in practice 

for percentage of net profits. Have typewriter, mimeo- 

graph, ete. Address ‘J. K." care American Lawyers’ 
gency, P. O. Box 411, New York City. 





C. 
“M. O. R.”, care 
Box 411, New York City. 


SPECIAL LOW PRICE SALE 


REPORTS, DICESTS, Ft 


WE ONLY HAVE ONE SET EACH, 
AT THE PRICE NAMED. 


WiLL AMSON LAW BOOK COMPANY 


RO HESTER. N.Y. 











American Reports, 60 Vols. and 2 Digests.......... $90 00 
Am. & Eng. Ency. of Law, good as new, 31 vols... 65 00 
Am. & Eng. R. R. Cases, 61 Vols. and 2 Digests...120 00 
Abbott's New Cases, 32 Vols... ............ceeeeeee 50 00 
Abbott's N.Y. Practice Reports, 3 Vols. in 18.... 35 00 
Bacon's Abridgments, Bouvier’s Notes, 10 Vols... 10 00 


Se I SO i nncnnccnendeceentndecs ennee 72 00 
Court of Claims Reports, 25 Vols .................. 60 00 
Chitty’s Digest of Eng. Chancery Rep’t 10 ‘sVols.. 12 50 
Cal. Reports, 64 Vols. to Reporter.................. 140 00 
ee TE nines cnccdngudapede daiee care 165 00 
Eng. Exchequer Reports, Am. Ed., 47 Vols........ 

Eng. Law and py ee a iar 4 

Eng. Common Law ports, 118 Vols............. 

Eng. Chancery Reports, 43 Vols........... beduaveed D 


Eng. Chancery Reports, 69 Vols.................... 
Federal Reporter, 91 Vols. and 4 Digests.......... 
House of Lords Reports, Am. Reprint. 23 Vols.... 
Howard’s N.Y. Practice Reports, 67 Vols.......... 
a. ree eee 16 
Ind. Reports, Blackford 8 Vols. and Ind. 144 Vols.:37 
Lawson's Rights and Remedies, 8 Vols... ... . 
Mich. Reports, 113 Vols. Harrington, Walker & 
Dougias, Annotated single volume edition....12 
Moak’s Engiish Reports, 38 Vols. and 2 Digests... 3 


wee 


- 
BVUusSsemynucu 


SSSSSSESESSESESESES SSESSESE 





Morrison’s Mining Reports, 15 Vols eve we 
Mass. Reports, 170 Vols................00005 2 
By ETO cnccccccetccoccececeseee cosut 2H) 
Nevada Reports, 18 Vols in 10 
Wh. Do MMW BOONE, BD VOUS ..... ccc ccccccccccccccses 
N.Y. Common Law Reports, 80 Vols. in 39 
N.Y. Chancery Reports, 32 Vols.................... 
N.Y. Court of Appeals Reports, i57 Vols - 

N.Y. Supplement, 53 Vols ............. 
N.Y. Superior Court Reports, 44 Vols. 
Ss Reports, 37 Vuls.......... 


SrteSsous 







** iis 
ANDROS ete 





N. E. Reporter. i ictnabedensenns sadn ee 
Ohio Reports, 46 Vols. in33 Books | ...2.00272000..: 5 
Revised rts, 16 Vols. and one Digest.......... 0 
Vesey, Jr., Chancery Rep’ts, Summer Ed., 20 Vols. 1 2 
U. 8. Digest, First and New Series, 33 Vols ‘ 
U. 8. Court of Appeots Reports, 4 Vols e 
Utah Reports, 7 Vols.................. 20 
U. 8, Statutes at Li , 27 Vols....... we “ 
U. 8. 8. C. Reports, 42 Books and 4 D __ ere 
U. 8. 8. C. Reports, 172 Vols. Single Volume Ed..345 © 
U.8.8.C. Reports, Curtis & Miller Ed. to Rep., 
i : 
. 8.5. 


rte, 8 Vols. in 4............. { “0 
Lawyers’ Rep’ts Annotated, 42 Vols. and 2 Digests165 Ou 





All of the above are in good second-hand 
order. Send all orders to 


WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK COMPANY, 


ROCHESTER, N. Y. 
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LIST OF ATTORNEYS 


names If, . 
subscribers, at any time, which reflects 
full information of the facts, and if 


Sa” Representatien in this list will be given 
accredited atterneys en favorable terms. 





ALABAMA. 


)- John T. 
Gadsden* (Etowah)................-.- 8. W. Johnston 
Refers — City Bank, Gadsden. 
Hunteville* SS SSS Se & Lawrence Cooper 
Refers toFirstNat.B’k and W.R.Rison&Co., b’kers. 
Livingston* (Sumter)................ Reuben pman 


BAUMER &. & Sour, (Successors to Clark & Clark), 
offices 17 N. Royal st. Collections a specialty. 
ractice. Depositionstaken Re- 
a Bank and Wm. H. Lein- 


au 
FIELDING VAUG VAUGHAN, ry St. Francis st. Practices 
courts, State and United States. Prompt 
tent attention given to collections 
—%—_ Stenographer and No- 
References—First National and 
Pesple’ sBanks, Mobile. Elsewhere: < 
ubbell, Collector and Commercial Lanes, 
Meronntilo Adjuster, North American 
cantile Agency, Attorneys’ The American 
Law List and United Commercial Lawyers. 


Montgomery (Montgomery) ........... W. M. BLAKEY 
Attorney at law and notary public, 404, Commerce 
st. Special attention to commercial collections. 
Refers to Bank of Montgomery, Chandler & Dou- 
glas, real estate and insurance. Attorney for Riv- 
erside Brick Co. Will represent foreign creditors 
in bankrupt proceedings. 


and 





— hoantpoeesavesabeub estan Barnes & Duke 
P GENE cnsecoscccs oink cauaaae Jeffries & Jeftries 
Talladega* (Talladega)........... Wilbur T. Edwards 
* ( -Foster, Jones & Rather 
Tuscumbia* (Colbert).................. Kirk & Almon 
Tuskegee* (Macon) .... ---Charles W. Hare 
Uniontown" (Perry) ..............-. A. C. Davidson, Jr. 
ALASKA 
i hiknicsénebtcuctbiccentsanbenss Malony & Foote 
ARIZONA. 
Mesa City (Maricopa) ................ Send to Phoenix 
Phoenix* (Maricopa).............. Arthur J. Edwards 
Prescott* (Ya on swtinbecbonadee Robert E. Morrison 
Tombstone* (Cochise).................. JAMES REILLY 
Real Estate and Mining business a waynes 4 
Tempe (Maricopa) aapee diabhiintiwediepel Send to Phoenix 
ee Barnes & Martin 
ARKANSAS. 
Arkansas City* (Desha)................. Henry Thane 
jae age (Benton). soonesanendiaasssatt s Samm 
ef | ERR SRL: reenlee 
Clarkeville* (Johnson)................... J. E. Cravens 
eee D. Hopson 
Des Aro* (Prairie) ...............2-..---- F. E. Brown 
Bidorado* (Union).................... Jesse B. Moore 
Fayetteville* (Washington).............. L. W. Gregg 


Fort Smith* (Sebastian) 

THOMAS BOLES. Land titles, estates and collec- 
tions, Bankruptcy cases, specialties. Refers 
to American National Bank. 

P. C. FISHER, 600 Garrison ave. Commercial, cor- 
poration and real estate law. Special atten- 
tion to proceedings in bankruptcy and mer- 
cantile collections. 


Greenwood* (Sebastian)........ .........-. T. B. Pryor 





A Bieta bet iace cada oks , B. 
Hamburg* Geo. B. Pugh 
Heber* 

Helena* 








Lonoke* (Lonoke) Sibly - 
Magnolia‘ (Columbia). rm 650 nT VE 
Mena Recctivequccocsnsdiblics’ GLITSCH & 
to R. G. Dun & Co.. —- 
ca" Fagg Sullivan 
Pine Blut | REL 
Russellville* (Pope)....-..-..--.---. -«--- Davis & Son 
Searcy* } Saosos ss lin & Martin 
Refers tb Austin’ (Minn.) Nadional Bank and Bank 
—— ees gs) <abbeges me yy 
Van Buren‘ ) mm = piigetidecussns eirce 
Walnut Ridge* (Lawrence)............-. W. E. Beloate 
CALIFORNIA 
Alameda (Alameda) -.. @. E. Colwell 
(Colusa) 


San Bernardino* (San 
San Diego* (San ) 
Rooms 19, 20, 23 & 24 Lawyers’ Block. Refer to 
the First National Bank, San Diego. 
( ) 
Bartlett & Bartlett, 530 California 
San Jose* (Santa Clara)........  ......d. innis 
San Luis O (San LuisObispo). Wilcoxon & Bouldin 
Santa Ana* ( Do cisntedndene -nccepe 
Santa Barbara* (Santa Barbara)........... G. 
Santa Cruz* (Santa Cruz).............. E. L. Williams 
Santa Rosa* (Sonoma) .................... R. W. Miller 
Refers to Santa Rosa 
Stockton’ (San Joaquin)................. ms 
Salz Bldg. Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ 
Tulare CHIE ccaccesccnsdanonencccsad vis 
Watsonville (Santa Cruz).......... Holbrook & Maher 
Refer to the Bank of Watsonville. 
Woodland* (Yolo)................0++- A. M. De Hurst 
COLORADO 
ae yan necsleuecesethamed Albert L. Moses 


“t 
Colorade Springy™ (El Paso) 


Cunningham & Musser, Ferris Block. Refer to 


E) Paso County Bank, First National Sprines Ex 
change National Banks,all of ColoradoS 


Cripple Creek (El) Paso)........... Thomas & ~~ 
efer to Bimetallic Bank of this place. 
DR FE ons china ah ctetunapcnnen illard Fairlamb 


Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ Bank. 


ver* (Arapahoe) 
KELLOGG, POST & SHELDON, 600 & 628 Ernest & 


Cranmer Bldg. References on a plication. 
— “a MacMILLAN, 815 to 817 
mer a 
(See card front page.) 
Durango” (La Plata 
Refers to the First National Bank. 
Eldora (Boulder) ........-......-- ss+«s- 


ons 
Grand Junction* (Mesa) ....... SAMUEL é menu LIN 
Refers to any bank in Grand Jun 
Grachay* CW apvcwescccccccscensescees st C. Patton 
Gunnison* (Gunnison)...............--.-.- T 
Leadville* (Lake)................+- William H. Nas 
Montrose* (Montrose)................-- Black & Catlin 
Mosca (Castilla) .........20....-cese0s 
(Ouray)........... 


Ouray) 
Pueblo* (Pueblo)............ 
Telluride* (San Miguel) C. Ki 
References: The * Bank of Teliaride ‘ol N. T. 
Mansfield. 


Trinidad* (Las Animas) ...............- W. B. Morgan 
CONNECTICUT. 

Brid, a (Wats)... 220002. r000008 & Tracy 

oe Franklin Block. Refer to Beidigepart Nat. B’k. 

alee ED gnc scksccccconsen L. D. Brewster 
East Haddam (Middiesex).......... E. 

Greenwich (Fairfield).................. F. A. Hubbard 

Hartford* (Hartford) ...................- GEO. G. SILL 


Meriden (New Haven)...... .... Cornelius J. Danaher 
Refers to Home Nat’ 1 Bank and First Nat'l Bank. 


3 er 


nest & Cran- 
Refers to First National Bank. 


RR Reese ee 











DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
WASHINGTON (Washington 
JOHN A. GaRTHEL, 221 as at. Mercantile 


tile collec- 
tions a te Central Nat'l B’k. 
BERRY & 7s. Fendall Bldg, oo N. Ww. 
Walter V. R. Berry, 8. Minor). Re- 
er to yas %. Securi Trust Co., Centra) 
National Bank, Italian Embassy, Swiss 
etc. fore all courts and the 
yp me d t 
g distance 
BLACKBURN & on 


BURN, og Louisiana ave. 


a Jr.) 

Stice in the cetincs teak of ie Cones 
States, the courts of the District of Columbia 
the Court of Claims and the Executive De 
pees. Camel te to handle mercantile 


CLARENCE A. BRANDENBURG, Fendall Bldg, 344 

or tious take F.W.Brandenburg.N — 
en. otar 

THOS. H. CALLAN, 472 Louisiana ave. (ieemenetai 

w and collections a 


nomen tsingtow 87-88 a Hendall Bldg. Refers to 
NUBERT CK, 629 ©. st., N. W. Expert in 
(See card. 


Patent Causes. ) 
JOHNSTON & BROWN, 412 Fifth et..N. W. Com 
pew br law and coll Refer to Central 
d Lincoln National Banka 
Cc. ALBERT WHITE, 452 D st., N. W. General law 
and departmentab wractice. Collection depart- 
ment. Refer to Lincoln National Bank. 


FLORIDA. 
Apalachicola* (Franklin)... ......... 
Bartow* (Polk).............<---0---+ oor a Thee 
Braidentown (Manatee) ................. es .J. Stewart 
Refers to J. H. Reniere & Co. and = a 
Cedar 8 s (Levy ndanedes sconece s6nn8 - Lutterlo! 
art ee ERTS os Horatio Davis 
Refers to the be banks of Gainesville. 
Jacksonville’ (Duval)............... Henry C. Goddell 
_— etibth<cascceunculet bial A. B. Small 
Key West* (Monroe)..............-...+-- J. M. Phippe 
Marianna* (Jackson)................. Milton & Milton 
Ocala* (Marion) .................-- Samuel F. Marshal) 
Se CURA) 0000. codccccccacs R. D. Coulter 
Or * ( Bibvcccesecccccescceseme Wm. H. Jewell 
Palatka* scan ppecdocmochducvosseses Henry Struns 
( 
NT er te First Nat'l Bank. 


BLOUNT & B 

WILLIAM FISHER. H E. my GeGes. Attorneys for 
Citizens’ National Ban 

Tt - — ty 2 "er to Citigns’ Nat Bank 

Tallahassee* (Leon).... 

Tampa* (Hillsboro)... . 

Titusville* (Brevard) ... 





.. James T. Sanders 








GEORGIA. 
— (Dough panedubndns 
—~ A a aroh he 3 ceceseeee ..C. Pe Finan WESTER 
—. to People’s Bank. 
Athens” (Clarke). ..........--000e0+--0--00- Sol. Flatan 
Refers to Exchange Bank, Athens and all leading 


business bouses. 
Atlanta‘ ( non 
STEPHEN Cc _, yar B P.O. — Com- 


mercial law Oprcitee w 
McELREATH & & MCELREATH. alter McElreath, 
Emmett McElreath), 717 Temple Court. Gen- 


eral law practice and coll . References : 
Third National Bank of Atlanta. - 
Angusta* (Richmond) ......... Robinson Coilin 
| enn (Decatur) ............- 
B ~ (Glynn) PD ITE DART & DOYAL 
Refers to J. i , Clerk Supreme Court. 
Buchanan* ( ° w.P. 





cw” 


vv, 
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Fort eee eee eee eee eee $ 

Gait Vosnes secrete i Pore 
Ber (Goeading) einen antinmaeindl HALL & BOYNTON 
outer § Division counsel, Central of RR. 


attention te collections. Refer to Nat'l 
Se Petteaen) ..--aneonsT Ed, See 


Renee eee ewee 


ta Grane ae 
Grange’ (Trea) ig ae aaa 


ware nor wy we nectiemnananeedias Hill, Harris & Birch 
Moultrie* | ll gs me cos ecemecosaeos te We MMMUEE 
= 5 Banking Com 
Pi Decnsscccocsen ontenas - M DuPree DuPree 
Newnan* (Coweta)... ...........+0. ‘D. Freeman 
Perry* ( Joccocecccccocvecesosenss C. C. Duncan 
Reidsville* (Tattnall)............... 
Rome* (Floyd) sde ab sledodinnediae th Caesars 
Savannah* (Chatham) ..............-. W. Beckett 
Refers to Citizens’ Bank of Sav: 1, Merchants’ 
Nationa Bank, or any other bank in Savannah. 
Swainsboro’ ( D ccoscchtatbaona J. 
Thomasville* (Thomas) ....... MacIntyre & MacIntyre 
Tifton (Berrien)................. Jonathan B. Murrow 
to Love & Buck. 
Valdosta* seed peccduacagial Powhatan B. Whittle 
Wa PEiencecccavcedecat Toomer & Reynolds 
fer te Bank of Waycross. 


Wayneaboro* /Burke)............... Seaborn H. Jones 
Refers to Citizens’ Bank of Waynesboro. 


IDAHO. 


Bae AHD CO: COMMERCIAL & COLLECTION CO. (Ltd). 
Samuel L. Newton, Mgr. Collections. Mercan- 
tile litigation. References: AllBoiseCity banks. 

Caldwell* (Canyon. « eseeceses-H. A, Griffiths 

Refers to Commercial Bank of Caldwell. 





Weiser* ( Gckimeneah bedddewurnaeelt enatssh Ayers 


ILLINOIS, 


ow ioe ae pee 
UPOra (HANG)... -..--+seneeeeeeees sie Cavin vl ee Harry G. Greenebaum © ( ) ennennenaennenes- ou 
Austin (Cook)...........--.. Ww. Refers to any bank in Livingston County. Kokomo* (Howard)....... ‘Bisckitaige Shirley & = 
(CRB6) crccccccccceseccenase= R. R. Hewitt | Princeton* A yey TPB céucaans Henderson & Trimble | Lata: cv eae WILBUR F. SEVERSON 
Belleville* (St. Clair).... .. Ropi — he & Baker ae (A -L. E. EMMONS, Jr. ‘ers to 4 Fowler National and Merchants’ Na- 
De Cy s for First National ae bea wo Riek ‘National 2 Bank. Ft. * ; 
ere* ( MO). cccccccce coossese er Seccece omas J. Roth 
Bloomington" (MoLéaa).............-- Calvin Rayburn y (Galiatin)............ Phillips & Rittenhouse ba Porte” La Pore). serena ew ore . 
Bushnell (McDonough)................ David Chambers ord (Winnebago).............. Frost & McEvoy GE Ls acciadbecachen. Nelson & M 
es — wnneeeneneeeeeewes Leek on Island* (Rock Island)....... Premreroemrets Logensp ‘G. an Manley & 
Combet NR inn cctenncdecdastevndcdeat¥ec J. Heylin Refers to Rock Island National —, Mitchell (Lawrence) Send to Bedford 
Refers to Canton National Bank. Rushville* Gear) weeesecccecescccses L..A. Jarman | Monticello* (White) Spencer & Hamelle 
Carbondale (Jackson) . Saybrook (M a | Sepsasagte See Bloomington | Mount Vernon* (Posey) Frank L. Gass : 
Shelbyville (Shelby)................ CHAFEE & CHEW | Muncie* (Dela rank L. Gass a, 
en Refer to ot National Bank of <r Nappanee (Elkhart) .-- 3.8. McEntaffer 
Soronto (Bond) ................. ..W. D. Matney | New Albany* (Floyd) Jacob Herter 
CHICA GO* (Cook . . Refers to Gearge Borgerding, cashier New Albany 
CRATTY, JARVIS & CLEVELAND, Suite 1201 New “PrPRLMER, Sk sir WAMILL & LESTER. General | National Ban 
York a FR Salle st. Refer to & O., 8. W. Ry. Co. and local at- |. New r Harmony (Posey a aetiitiasiemaiie George C. Taylor 
1 memggpean sgn roe ‘Dlinols Central R. R. Co. Practice in ew Harmony Banking Co. 
JOSIAH CRATTY, Floor 13, Security Building, 188 all courts. Refer to any bank in city. Pern* (Miami)................... Mitchell nell & MeCintio 
Madison st., Chicago. oe references: LaSalle). _. Walter Reeves | Plymouth* ) 
H. C. Fisher, teas; Wm. H. Bush & Co., hate; | Streator ( eee onan Portland* 5 ) TOT yO ayn 
F. C. Simmons & Co., gloves. Depositions | Sullivan* (Moaltrie) Princeton* (Gibson) oer gees & Land & 
before Alice Hanning, Notary Public. room 1308. Peadro & Sentel. Refers to Merchants & Farm- J olen ae tae a > ac" : 
(See card.) ers’ State Bank and the State Bank. eee yemmeenamme 
os & WESLEY H. MAINS, 417 Ashland | Sumner ee ----------- -8. C. Lewis | Richmond* (Wayne) ............-- Roscoe E. Kirkman 
eat fs argo aad Cage OS | Se te aoe oat oe | ee nan We 
in cago lorville* (Christian) | A James M. Taylor | Rockville* (Parke).......-...---......--« unt 
‘ Bank, 6225 South Halstead st. 7 | er ae te H. M. Vandeveer & Co., bankers. Pe Shelbyville” (Shelby) ...........--.-- Love & M 
HARLES H. LEACH, 405 Tacoma B Practice | Toledo* (Cumberland).......... ..W.8. Everhart | South Bend* (St. Joseph)..............-.-A. D. Harris 
in all conrts. Special attention to col- . 
Toulon (Stark) . Allen P. Miller | Sullivan‘ (Sullivan)............ ANTOINETTE 0. LEACH 
ae cstainiaw.Kefervte American ee vee Baa st Burge, Dewey & ia Tene Seen 
ing & Trust Chicago. ‘andalia* (Fayette)....................-. i, Becy Teegarden (Marshall).................-- ' 
THE CREDITORS AGENCY (Judge J. W. Cochran, Waterloo* (Monroe)......-.2+0-.----+ Chee, SD | Se ee eet. a pee 
Attorney; T. C. ete, Supt. and Notary), | Watecka* (lroquoia)............ Morgan yee Vaielies (itele).........c2cccsce 
dad A a fans. aa Detneet Babe.o...-------0-- Vincsunes* (Kinex)...........- Jonathan Keith 
e8. Wheaton ton (Du Page)... re “/OWARLES H .. Watinnal Rank of % 
Chillicothe (Peoria) ...........-sses0+--- Send to Peoria | Whitehall (Greene)...................... Refers to First National Bank of Vincennes. 


ROR eee 








INDIANA. 











er eb 


) P. Harney 
Refers to Momence Banking Co. of delsduen 





pose — National Bank, Petersburg. 


WENRY C.1 Cc. FULLER, Attorney for Anthony Loan | Inwood 





See 
occenceg sn Wis de Oe 
Mills & Fi 








rey (Madison) ........... ---d. R. Ww ¥ 
oeesee coceee cocess mmet 
as “> 
tiple) saaptidheyilibeadn oad Rose & 
rey seer ve -«--+-Cornet & Gelvin 


aeons en bai aos -seeeisseesssH. P, Pearson 
Refers to Home Refers to Citizens’ Bank of Bedford. 
Elmwood (Peoria)........... to Bloomington* (Monroe)............. Louden & Louden 
El Paso (Woodford)................... J. F. Bosworth Refer to N Bank of 





(Knox) ( 
Saeen National Bank Bldg. Attorney fer Refers to the First National 
Gales! ‘ational an. i) State 
Oneida, th; H H. P. Wood, Banker, Wataga, Til nate 7 
Bank of London Mills, London Mills, TIL ns dwell. Hafers to Firat National and 
Greenup (Cumberland)...............Send to Mattoon McMains. Refers to First National Bank 
Harrisburg* (Saline)... .Choisser, Whitl & Choisser and Elston 
Refers to City National Bank of Harciabarg. Crown Point* (Lake)............ Willis C. McMahan 
Highlast (Madison) John Blackner | Decatur* (Adams).............. . James T. Merryman 
Refers to the Old Adams County Bank. 
PE Cncdbcorscesccccccceos- cs, sone J.T. 
ier | Bankirk (ap)... Pbeeds ecetesecsees W. H. ieee 
| ete wy a sees eceee “GiianLes © WEDDING 
Refers to the Old Netional 
Fairmount (Grant)....................... L. A. Cassel) 


Fort W: (Allen) . ae Aas, 0 oe & ZOLLARS 
Bolicltors and and attorneys of 


Frankfort* (Clinton) .................. Charles Stanley & 
x a (Warren) SEED cnnccccancccecseacast .M. ize 
J.B. Brown. Refers to the People’s and Second | Goodland (Newton)...................-. J. W. Oswald i. 
National Banks. Goshen* (Elkhart) ................-..--- GEO. D. LINT 
Hanna & Clendenin Refers to City = Bank and Bank. iy 
Morris* (G: ON a Rs z. Collections a ny. S a a 
Mound City* he William A. Wall given promp careful - Notary 
Mount * (Wabash) 8. R. stenographer ee. 
Mount Carroll* (Carroll) .. ). B. Smith & Son | Greencastle (Putnam). -<- San ae 
Mount Sterling* (Brown). a Greentield* ( ). ..--Marsh & Cook 
Mount Vernon* een). .C. H. P: Greensburg” ( ). yron C. Jenkins 
Naperville (Du Page) ~-CHARLES ft H. LEECH | Hammond (Lake)..................--.....- . E. 
eee (Cumberland)..........--..... Hartford City’ (Blackford),...-........ John A. Remy 
oy ae rt C. Ritter Refers to 
ers to First National Bank and Olney Bank. Heltonville tentotees eccenedscccenss Send to Bedford 
a onae conndccenccecccccoccs Frank Bacon | Huntingten* (Huntington)........ Spencer & Branyon 
Odtnwel (06 Balhe)...6... .02000050000---00- H. G. Cook 
609 La Salle st. Refers to First National and “TOnK W. K (Manion) 
National City Banks. JOHN W. KERN, Suite No. 835 New Stevenson Bldg. 
Pana (Christian)..........-.- E. A. Humphreys & Son to Fletcher National Bank. 
Refer to or First aman _—— uM —— ms, weweenaen & Square, Conmppatal Club 
| the ( ST ylie, McBeth & Reeves Cotte. 7 oman and on on Col. 
Pekin* (Tazewell) lection de Stenograp otaries 
Rahn & Black. Refer to any bank in the city, and long distance bmg rately a? 
Co. and Hanover Nat Bi Banke ne 





















































ky Chicas Ry. 
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INDIAN TERRITORY. 


sececcesecsepess ceeds Cc. 


teeter wereeee 


eee een eee eee ee ewes 
Pewee ene enweee 
Hee ee ween ene eeeeeeeeee 
Terre rerrIrrT rT Tesi iri 
Perret errr re! 
eer errr 
wee w ee eee enenee 
erent seme enenne 


Ones Baer 
ALB TT. COOPER, Security Savings Bank Bldg. 
Refers to Cedar National Bank and 


Security Win” 
CRISSMAN & HOLBROOK, Cedar Rapids Savings 
Bank . Refer to Cedar Rapids National 


Bank vings 
JOHN N. HUGHES. ercial and corporation 
law. t attention to edieetions @ and “4 


& & Son, and Central Rowepaper Union of Cedar 


Rapids. 
gm hoy ( Drenccascosesceccccccse P. W. Barr 
pai J the Citizens’ National Bank. 
Charter Oak sa be ae eee L. E. Goodwin 
sdhphtonbig wonben M. WAKEFIELD 
Refers to Tet National Bank. A general law 
. Collections and real estate litigation, 
Clarion (Weight) oe Nagle & Nagi 
ees agle agle 
= {Clinton} 
L. Holleran. Refers to Citizens’ National Bank 
<7. any bank in city. 
W. J. McCoy. ee s Trust &Sav.B’k. 
--Send to Jefferson 
D. H. Meyerhoft 
HARL & McCABE 
ti k and 


hedisccosddoctsseb bane Camp & Ickis 

Send to Jefterson 

Davenport* (Scott)................-.... IRA R. TABOR 
Commercial law and collections. Refers to First 
National, Citizens’ National and Davenport Na- 
tional Banks. 





Dayton (Webster) ...................- J. H. Lindbur 

Decorah* (Winneshiek)................. H. F. Barthe 
Refers to the First National Bank. 

Denison* on hitunantbbedetersiéned J. P. Conner 

Des Moines* (Pol 


CUMMINS, HEWITT & WRIGHT, Youngerman Block. 
Refer wa National and Valley Nat’) Banke 

=, & Y COFFIN. Refer to the Iowa Loan & 

Trust Co. and Marquardt Savings Bank. Gen. 
eral law neem Thoroughly equipped col- 
lection de 

McHENRY & ATCH. Tose 311, 312, 313 Iowa Loan 
& Trust Bidg. Commercial law and collections. 

Dubuque” (Dubuque) 

LYON & LYON. Cor. 5th & Main sts. Refer to First 
National Bank, Dubuque ; American, Adams 
and U. 8. Express Co.'s and any Dubuque man- 
ufacturer or wholesaler; The H. B. Claflin Co., 
New York; Carson, Perre, Scott & Co., Chi 

Duncombe oe 
Danlap (Harrison)...... ..............--. 
Eliora* (Hardin) ...... Charlee L. hese 

Refers to City State Bank and Hardin Co. Bank. 





Elkader* (Clayton) ..................-. W. A. Preston 

Emmeteburg* (Palo Alto)............... D. B. Roberts 
Refers to Palo Alto County Bank and Farmers’ 
Se<ings Bank of Emmetsburg. 
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eee et ewe ween 


SARGENT 
and Federal courts. 


anew eee ee enene 
we eeenee 
eee eee eee eeeeee 


Aanenebataninpanngndd ye C. Brown 
arren County Bank. 


marian wy” atm 
Refers to the 





Mount Pleasant* (Henry)............... BABB & BABB 
Attorneys for ational State and First Nat'l Banks. 
Muscatine” (Muscatine) ............... Thomas Brown 
Nashua (Chickasaw) ............-.......- W. P. Perrin 
Neola (Pottawattamie).................... Riley Clark 

Nevada* (Story)....... .....-..-0.--. Edw. M. 
Newell (Buena Vista) sabeee bese cescetnn M. E. Mack 
Newton* (Jasper)........... s-0+---- W. O. McElroy 
Ocheyedan (Osceola) ............--+.-++- . F. Barnett 
Oelwein (Fayette)..............-.---.-- W. B. Ingersoll 
Onawa* (Monona)................ McMillan & Kindall 
Guage City* (Sioux)...............0-s Orr & Te Paske 
PR cveni'en-coceconsceall G. F. Humbert 

‘ers to the Mitchell County Bank. 

Osccola* (Clarke)........000. sccceccses W. 8S. Hedrick 
Oskaloosa* (Mahaska).................. James A. Rice 
Ossian (Winneshiek)..............-.. Send to Decorah 
Ottosen (Humboldt) .._.................. Send to Bode 
Ottumwa* (Wa D onehthersanacnongeet Blake & Hall 
Packwood (Jefferson) ....-..........- Send to Fairfield 


Paton (Greene)............. 






Pleasant Plain (Jefferson) --Send to Fairfield 
Postville (Allamakee) ................... F. 8. Burling 
Preston (Jackson)......... --Send to Maquoketa 
Primghar* (O’Brien) .............. O. H. Montzheimer 
Rippey (Greene).... ..........------ Send to Jefferson 


Rock Rapids* ay 
W. E.HOOPES. A general law practice in State and 
Federal courts. Collections and real estate liti- 





gation specialties. No and stenographer in 
office. fers to lowa Bank and First Nat’) B’k. 
Rock Valley (Sioux)...............-.... O. G. Reiniger 
Refers to the State Bank and Farmers’ Bank. 
Rolfe (Pocahontas) ...........2-.-.-..00--- C. C. Delle 
Ruthven (Palo Alto)...... ...... Send to 5 a 
Sac City* (Sac)....... W.H. Hart 
Sanborn (O’Brien). 
Schaller (Sac)...... 
Scranton (Greene)... de:'ve Se 
Shannon City ( Union) pennadececteGuuel ogond to Creston 
Es pccndccnccocesssceuil Boies & Roth 
Shenandoah (Page)............--......-- C. 8. Keenan 
Gee TINNED enc cectecsnccccsesccccens O. J. Clark 
Sigourney* (Keokuk).................... G. D. Woodin 


Sioux Se Nhe ag 
ROWN, Ci ibrary Bldg. Refers to Secur- 
ity National k. 
LOHR, GARDINER & LOHR, Masonic Bldg. hq 
tions, depositions and general law practi 
er to Merchants’ and Security Nat'l Banks. 





Sioux Rapids (Buena Vista)............ D. F. Johnston 











——————————— 
RT EET: Buck &E k 





















Goodland* (Sherman) .................. John Hartzler 
Refers to Goodland City Bank 

Great Bend* ( Poccascoccceseccccs J. H. Jennison 

Giawatha* (Brown) ...............- sess gage Nie Z. Shale 

Holton* (Jackson)...............- i kins 

RIED 0.05 nennecesanseceees EANS is ITH 


Refer to First National Bank here or any other 
outs in Brown County. Notary = oo. 


Hoxie* (Sheridan)............ ....... F. Schultheis 

Refers to Sheridan County Bank of Hoxie. 
Humboldt* vailen) bectcescadeccessdneseee A. Barber 
Hutchinson* (Reno)................s.06- H. Whiteside 
Jetmore* (Hodgeman)..............-.<.«+- E. V. Laute 
Jewell Ci ag ood abcscdévigniguad J.C. Postlethwait 
Junction City* ( «seeees..0- B. Rairden 

Refers to First Arak Bank. 
Kansas 


otte) 
SUTTON A CARHART. Refer to Wyandotte State 
k and Merchants’ Bank of KansasCity, Kan. 






onniand (Kingman)............ -.. P. B. Gillett 
Labette (Labette).......... . Send to Oswego 
Larned* (Pawnee) ......... «-+.W. H. Vernon 
Lawrence* (Donglas).................. Cc. og el 
Leavenworth* (Leavenworth) ---.0. F. W. sler 
Cinesia* (iimesit).....ccccccccccceceudeul Geo. D. os 
Refers to Saline Valley B’k and Linceln State 
(Rice) sis; Setvecvecsesesesielny J 

* (Riley 

Marion* (Marion) 





Oberlin* (Decatur) 
Refers to Oberlin National Bank. 


Olathe* (Johnson) .....................4. J. W. Parker 
Osborne” (Osborne) ....................26. Israel Moore 
Refers to T. M. Walker, president et Nat’) B’k. 
Oswego* (Labette).................... M. E. Williams 
Refers to Govese State Bank. 
Ottawa" GORPEREEND cccccnscctesedcaspns F. A. Waddle 
” (Miami i 
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Be Soni Wealfordssnrsasesccccccccensenee ede W. Rows 
SMSAMUEL K. WOODWORTH. Refers to First No- 


tional 
yh Refer to First National Bank. 


Smith Centre* (Smith).....................-E. 8. Rice 
Stockton* W. B. Ham 
Topeka* ( 


(Shawnee 
GEORGE A. HURON. Prompt attention 
to First National, 
Merchants’ National and i Central Nat’) Banks 





) gots se cones aan aa aes 


to mercan- 


of Topeka. Practice in all 
Wa Keeney* ) cccccccccccecdoconcoiiss ‘ H. Cox 
Wi * (Washington)...... a we . Smith 
hee md Dadécqccccucsesit T. Hackney 


HENRY W. “UTTMANN. Refers to Kansas Nation- 


al Bank f Wi 

THORNTON = —* Rooms 400 & 402 
wick B Refers to Fourth National 
of Wichi 


Winfield* (Crowley)........... ..- Charles W. Roberts 
Yates Center* (Woodson). ...Stephenson & Hogueland 


KENTUCKY. 


Hon. P. Wat. Hardin, Ex- -Attorney General S 
of Kentucky, RRR. Ky. 
Clinton* (Hickman).....................W. Ray Moss 
Simmons 


Covington* (Kenton)............. Simmons & 
DOVE CUTIOD. ccccncccscésdudsebsbehe Chas. C. Fox 
Falmouth* (Pandieton) eS ccccscvepagusd Guy H. Fossitt 
Franktort* (Franklin)..................D. W. Lindsey 
Grayson* (Carter) ................ <ikgena = Wilhoit 
Greenup* (Greenup) ............s...-.s00- W. T. Cole 
Henderson* aren sabsvectsudhes Geo. D. Givens 
:. Se C. W. Miller 
Refers to Contaggen City National Bank. 
LOUIS VILLE* (Jefferson) 


BARNETTS & POSTON, 250 Fifth st. Attorneys for 
Louisville National Banking 


Bank. Practice in State and Federal courte. 
Commercial, insurance and casnedion iow, law, 


‘ties. 
Mayfield” Dy eoccsccsocsenad coodsmaay its 
ad ) oc ccccaccccccecesoses 
Middlerbors ibcoséncncennsdd «-..-Chas. A. Wood 
Mount Sterling* (Montgomery) .... ...... R. A. Chiles 
Morganfield (Union) ..................... Beil & Davis 









Berray. {elloway) ecccccccccns cecscous a guid 
ewport* (Campbeil)............. gen 
Owensboro* ameeal......-n.-.. Goats We B. Rudd 
Paducah* (MoCracken).............-. Greer & Reed 
PERES” (OUEROT) ccccccccccccecscccs Mann & Ashbrook 
Pikeville* (Pike) ..She — Harman & Goodykoontz 
Refer to Bank of ville. 
Prestonsburg* (Floyd) ..............- Archer & Friend 
Richmond* (Madison)..................- J. Tevis Cobb 
Russell (Greenup) ................... Send to Greenup 
pas (Logan) PARES 5. ccastin, 
AEE cccece ccconecccons J.P. Hor 
srg 3 (Union) Aawece, cone cnaseeas Send to ee 
ille* (Spencer) ................ Lew B. Brown 
ead ee to Bank of T: —_—. 
Uniontown pe ecco Send field 
ynearg we Lewis)... We a) Hal 
oodford) .. --Field McLeod 
wou Liberty* (Morgan). .. W. B. Lykins 
Winchester* (Clark)...... ede 
LOUISIANA. 
Alexandria* (Rapides)................. Leven L. Hooe 
* ae Revagsccdoocteoens Bussey & Naft 
Baton * (E Baton Rouge). .... ee E. 
Clinton* a t Feliciana)............... W. F. Kernan 


ply A Se and Bank 
of Clinton, La. 


ville” (Ascension) .......... Edmund Maurin 
Homer* (Claiborne)............0.0-cesess J. E. Moore 
Markaville* auaretan usasadbtednebnadl William Hall 
Monroe* (Ouachita)................ -Stubbs & Russell 


New Orleans* (Orieane 
HUBERT u. ANSLEY, 220 Carondelet st. Refers 
to H. F. Lewis & Co. .~ ), New Orleans. 
Other ceaenese furnished if desired. 
JAMES T. nee, 27 Carondelet st. Practices in all 
courts. a. attention given to collections. 
Refers to the Louisiana N. a 


Shreveport* (Caddo)...... .... LEONARD et RANDOLPH 
(A. H. Leonard, E. H. oe ») ———- for 
Merchants & Farmers’ Bank of Shreveport. Prac- 
tice in State and Federal courts. 


MAINE. 


Ashland (Aroostook). . .- Seth 8. ante 


Auburn‘ A all a occcesceseaned J.W 
ugusta* (Kennebec)............--- Heath & Andrews 
-_ or* (Penobscot)............ HENRY L. MITCHELL 
otary Public). Refers to First National Bank 

ast Se National Bank. 

(Sagadahoc occccesccscsebgcetneweedin John Scott 
Bnet (York)... ...-.-Geo. F. & Leroy Haley 
nswick (Cumberland) coccnssvengeenl Barrett Potter 





mee ty. pacusequasss« JOHN H. McFAUL 
to awed in city or any — ay official. 
Fartiatees to ¥inet Nat’ Nat'l B’k and Franklin Co. Sav. B’k. 
Fort hemo (Aroostook) ............... a 
County A . Refers to Merchant Nat'l B’k. 
Houlton* (Aroostook).... .......... James Archibald 
—— ( — | sebtheneonadon John L. Reade 
vermore roscoggin) 
The National Geummercal & Collecting Agency. 
G. A. Gordon, Manager. Refer to Lietenene 


Falls Trust & Banking Co. 


Oldtown (Penobscot)........ .......... Clarence Seott 
Refers to Eastern Trust & Banking Co., Oldtown. 
Pittston (Kennebec) ................. Send to Gardiner 
Portland* (Cumberland). ............... yar F. Noyes 
> Send to Gardiner 





Randolph ( 

Rockland* (Krex) 
Refers to North National and 
= of this place. 


~ Faward B. MacAllister 


Rockland National 


Geo. E. Grant 
aelinais Fred J. Al en 


..George W. 
J 


MARYLAND. 


Annapolis* (Anne Arunde)) ...... 


James R. Brashears 


TIMORE (Baltimore) 
WILLIAM F. BEISWANGER, 5 East Lexington st. 
pipers corporation law and adjustment 
--.% Adept in attachments, insolvency 
References on application. 


HODSON & PHODSON. 6 Lexing 
mercial law a specialty. 
ment full aupeees. Re 


house in the city. 
CHARLES MORRIS HOWARD, 


ston st., East. Com 
Collection depart 
»fer to any wholesale 


700 and 701 Equitable 


Bldg. Refers to Real Estate Trust Co., Na 
_— ——— ws and National Exchange 


MUSGRAVE. BOWLING & HALL, Fidelity Building. 
Commercial and banking law. Ne tary in office. 
Members Attorneys’ National Clearing House. 


Refmeneny: wiielity & I 
al Exchange Ban 


eposit Co. and Na 


Ww. ‘ . RALEIGH, 10 Ho kins Place, 


Merchants’ Protec aoaee 
rean. Notary and Comm 
office. Oollections a 


it & Collection thee 


issioner of Deeds in 


ecialty. Robert W. 


pe Counsel. Refers to People’s Bank, 


Merchants National Bank, 
Bak and Commercial & F 


Bel Air* (Harford) ..............-. 


Nat ional Exchange 
armers’ Bank. 


Gilbert S. Hawkins 


Refers to Second National Bank of Bel Air. 


* (Dorchester) ............ 


Chestertown" (Kent).............. 
— (Somerset) <anaee Send to 
) 


ton ee 
Baston* (Talbot) ............... 
Elkten* ‘Coco a<<ceeeeennn n> 
Frederick* (rae) ciibionae 
Hagerstown* (Washington) ...... 
Princess Anne* (Somerset; 


Wm. O. Mitchell 
sania John D. Urie 
Princess Anne Ma 


canes David A. Robb 


: oo & Lewis 
J. k Tur er 

a 2 Marchal Haines 
. Baker Johnson 


. Armstrong & Scott 


rdon Tul) 


Refers to wre Bank of Somerset ‘County and 


Bank of Crisfiel 
ys (Wieomico).......... 


--Toadvin & Bell 
A. P. Barnes 


PU IIS 6.0.0 ccqnccsccccees 


Ww 
Westminster* (Carroll)........... 


.C oS E. Fink 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Adams (Berkshire). . 
Amesbury (Essex) . 
Amherst (Hapmshire) . a 





Ashburnham (Worcester)..........5 
Athol (Worcester)......  ............ R. 8 
fers to Miler s River National Donk Athol. 


Attleboro (Bristo AE 
Barnstable “Baraat sobeasde 


BOSTON* (Suffolk 





.....Philip BE. 
Hiram P. Harriman nn | 


a 4 CONANT, Sears Bldg. Collections 


a specialty. Reference: 
Bank and National Hamil 
Oil Com Boston Belt 


Freeman's National 
ton Bank, Standard 
ing Co., Chandler & 


Serqubar and Williams & Everett, Boston. 


THE MERCANTILE L 


AW COMPANY 


(Incorporated under the laws of Massachusetts) 


77 Bedford street, Bosten 


LAW AND COLLECTIONS. 


Beverly K. Moore, Pres't 


D. L. Bowers, Treas. 


Kendall, Moore & Burbank, General Counsel. 
sone LORING & LORING, 31 State st. Refer 
to 


Colony Trust Co. 


and the Globe Na 


tional Bank. 
AUGUSTINE H. READ, Attorney at Law, 20 Devon- 


shire st. 


Law, collections and depositions. 


Commissioner of Deeds and Notary =. 


Counsel for READ’S A 


GENCY. Refer to 


Oliver Ditson Co., Jordan, Marsh & Co. and 


Boston Daily Globe. 


Clinton (Worcester)..............-. 


..Herbert H. Chase 







Edmond A. Evans 








tional k. 
Lawrence* (Essex)................... Sweeney & Dow 
Lee De SueiGR si asececcesastbenhe . B. Clark 
Lowell* (Middlesex) .................-. H. Conant 
53 Central st. Refers to Prescott National Bank. 
Lunenburg ( Worcester) ............. Send to Fitch 
pceess cee ones-seeeeee-Honry F. H 
(Middlesex) .................-- 0.H 
4. ie bbgaedeceacaandan Jesse A. Taft 
New Bedford* (Bristol) ........... Alex. M 
Newburyport* (Essex)...............----- N. H. Jones 


North Adams (Berkshire) 
BEER & DOWLIN, Commercial law and collections. 
Refer to Adams National Bank. 
CLARENCE P. NILES. Refers to Berkshire Na. 
tivnal Bank and Hoosac Savings Bank. 


Northampton* (Hampshire)....... .... Irwin & Hardy 

Pittefield* (Berkshire)...............Geo. A. Prediger 
Refers to the Agricul National Bank. 

Quincy Sccccacceesies ..- William G. A. Pattie 

Salem* (Essex).....................Edward H. Brown 
Refers to Salem National Bank. 

South Hadley (Hampshire)..........-. Send to Holyoke 


- Hampd 
Sot LLACE M PauRT, = Main st. Collectiona 
a ‘attended 
ares KILROY, 475 oll st. Refers to Pynchon 
National Bank and Besse, Carpenter & Co. 
D. E. WEBSTER, 431 Main st. Refers to First Na. 


Taunton* (Bristol)................- a. > Williams 
Waltham ( TTD ncacccoasewssdoge< 
ba ae mmr socccacendans aS Abbott 
Westfield ( - a wensiviobadinire M. B. Whitney 
Westminster (W orcester).........-.. Send to Fitch 

Middlesex) ............. 8. Littlefie 


Worcester* (W iter) 
RICE, KING a RI RICE. General practice. Collection 
department and depositions taken. References: 
Any Worcester bank or manufacturing firm. 
WOOD & WOOD, State Mutual Bldg. All branches 
of legal work. Collections. Tenentilens, Re. 
fer to any National bank in Worcester. 





MICHIGAN. 
Adrian* (Lenawee)... ..........- 7 pore & by 
Allegan* (Allegany)............ . B. Williams 
Alpena* (Al ~ phinscepecegtniiedunnl = - H, Cobb 
Aan Arbor* (Washtenaw)............-. 
OOO” aE Cc ‘hale H. Hal} 
Battle wep oe cenccconcsoseuanéh 
Bay — pehiiidiedneosined Geor ok. Dichersen 
ers to Bia Second National Bank, Bay City. 

Rellaire’ (Antrim)............ Leavitt & Guile 
Benton og nt ......-Valentine & Ellsworth 
Brown City (Sanilac) ..........-.....---- Fred A. Farr 

Refers to —y City Bank and Exchange Bank 


of D. Windsor. 
Croswell an wcccecccccee cccccces Wilford Maclem 


DETROIT* ble pe 
WILLIAM M. JANUARY, 12 (ay Block. Mem~ 
ber ees Law League of America. Re-~ 
fers to Gen. R. A. Alger. 
SAYLES, WOOD & HAMMOND, 10 Butler Building. 
Commercial, 


corporation and real estate law. 


Eaton Rapids (Eaton)...............-.--- J. M, Corbin 
— Sa. ttbiddesenvescceesess -Btsen 6. Lee 
Fran (Benzie)... .-E. 

ae sree 





rain (Kent) 
BOLTWOOD & BOLTWOOD, Rooms 601-607 Michi- 


a Trust Co. Bldg. , = & Commercial 

w and collections. ‘er to Old National 
Bank of Grand Rapids. 

TAGGART, KNAPPEN & DENISON, 1011-1015 Michi. 


Trost Bidg. General practice. Cor- 
om commercial law and collections. Refer 


Hartford (Van Buren).................-- 
Refers to Hartford Exchange Bank and iccesten. 
Ss Set) ...-<---------- Se . Gray 
Hudson (Lenawee) ............. ....-- J. B. McKibben 
Refers to — State Savings Bank and Thompsen 


Sa 
Aina cc ccccetevoccconcsesd H. J. Horrigen 
Refers to Webber Bros. B’k & Ionia Co. Sav’s 













i 
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— 
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) 
Law & Moore. Refer pode M. Taylor, Commercial 
Bank or aay bank in : 
Romeo (Macomb).-............---- Cc. C. THORINGTON 
Refers to Gina National Bank. 


iw ( 
E. J. DE OREST, Eddy Bldg. (East Side.) Prac- 
oe) in all courts. a — | — 
wa 4 60- 
~ ~4 specialty orougbly eq ie See 


ent. Refers 
Bank and Savings Bank « of Bas East Saginaw. 
Charles L. Hall 


A. Cady 
Stina Bank of this place. 

wr ey A. Sturges 
oseph) M. Constantine 
Three Riv Rivers Nat'l and First State Banks. 
‘Traverse City* (Grand Traverse)...Patchin & Crotser 
wa Bay oe Oy Pen 1 
gemaw) 

Youle’ (Wachee 


Sault Ste. Marie* (Chi 
Refers to the First 


MINNESOTA. 


DULUTH? (St. Louis 

PEALER & FESLER, Palladio Bldg. 
aod m collections. 
Merchants k. 

RICHARDS & Al 514 Chamber or Com- 
merce Bl Collections and commercial busi- 
ness. Hig rest grade references furnished on 
reques' 


RICHARDSON & DAY. Commercial and mortgage 
ons a 8 Refer to any ban 
Vational Bank, St. Paul. 


Mercantile 
Attorney for the 


Dulath, and St Paul 


H. 
Refers to A mew ey Bank of Lakefield. 


Little Falls 
vn Lindberg, Blanchard & Lindbergh. 
Long Prairie* (Todd) J.D. Van Dyke 
S. B. WILSON 
Commercial law and collections promptly attended 
to. Refers to First National Bank and National 

Citizens’ Bank. 

Marshall (Lyon) Seward & Burchard 


Refer to Lyon County National Bank and First 
National Bank of Marshall. 


a my vy Ty 
A. A. ANDERSON, 500 Temple Court. General 


ger for United Claim Agencies (incor- 
porated). Attends to all kinds of legal busi- 
ness all courts. Able lawyers, active 
collectors and reliable reporters and appraisers 
in nearly all towns. Collections made, com- 
mercial reports and appraisals of values of 
property oe bonds and mortga 
urnished. Depositions taken. Special re er- 
ences on application. 

FIFIELD, FLETCHER & FIFIELD, 920-930 Lumber 
Excnange. Commercial, corporation and real 
estate law, - ‘ialties. Refer to Flour City 
National Bank or any bank or jobbing house 
in Minneapolis. 
Montevideo* (Chippewa) Lynder A. Smith 
Moorhead* (Clay) James M. Witherow 
General a4 practice and collections. Refers to 

Moorhead National Bank and Bradstreets. 


Pine City (Pine)..................... 8. G. L. Roberts 
Refers to Bank of Rush City, Minn., and First 
State Bank of Pine City, Minn. 

Redwing’ (Goodhue) 

Rochester* (Olmsted) 

Callaghan & Granger. Refer to First National and | 
Rochester National Banks. 
Saint Cloud* (Stearns) 
Saint James” (Watonwan) 


Boynton & Stevens 


Reynolds & Roeser 
. 8. Hammond 


Stiliwater* 
Two Harbors* (Lake. 
Winona* 





} 


eccvccccecccesccoces A, 


ee eereweweee 


eee, Cf 
Merchants’ Bank of W' 


Coah 
Greenville* (Washington 
Refers to Merchants & Planters’ Bank. 


Rosedale* (Bolivar) ..CHARLES SCOTT & E. H. WOODS 
Refer to Hanover National Bank, New York, and 
Memphis National Bank, Memphis, —, 

Scranton* (Jackson). rd & Ford 


MISSOURI. 


)eewcce scoce 


Alton* ( 


) G 
ttorney for Bank of Gainesville. 
onus City* (Worth) 
Hannibal (Marion) W. H. 

Refers to First Nat'l and German-American Banks 


Harrisonville* (Cass) CULBERTSON & GWINN 

Refer to Allen Banking Co. 
Huntsville« The 3. : 
M. Hammett Banking Co. of 


.~ . 
ate. : Miners’ "Bank of J oplin and ie, «Church 
KANSAS CITY* (Jackson).... Pratt, Dana & Black 
Kingston* (Caldwell) 
fers to a Savings Bank. 
Kirksville” GRRE... cntcvececcesesnceeshal J.C. Storm 


errs 
ee — 


Norweod (Wrig ht) 
Refers to ra L. 


Platte City* (Plavte) 

Poplar Bluff* (Butler: a: 

Refers te Butler County Bank. 

Princeton* (Mercer) ............-+.-0+-++-- J.B. Evans 

Rich Hill (Bates) Geo. P. Huckeby 

St.J oseph* (Buchanan) .STAUBER, CRANDALL & STROP 
German-American Bank Building. 

8ST. LOUIS. 

F. H. SULLIVAN, 523 Security Bidg. Will practice 
in State and United States Courts, including 
causes in bankruptcy. 
National Bank. 

Savannah* (Andrew) 

Sedalia* (Pettis 


Springfield* (Greene) Love & John: on 
Stewartsville (De Kalb) ---..-B. F. Clark 

-Ira E. Barber 

.-.T. 8. Carter 
Thavet (OCGGGR) ieee ccc ciccsese cons conces 8. M. Meeks 

All legal business promptly attended . 

| Trenton* (Grundy) W.E. Clerk 
Unionville (Putnam). ...Beverly H. Bonfoey 
Versailles* (Morgan).... .-Henry M. Washburn 


Refers to Continental 


Wi (Johnson),.......... .. ..-.8. J. Caudle 
canncecocccceeees Wittioh & Devore 
Woon oly dearer canceeceseed» W. Chilton 


MONTANA. 
Yellowstene)............--..----@. A. Lane 
efferson)...... aeehiase .--. Thomas T. L; 

‘ rshrvancessosoree) Se aioe 


Be eee 
c) 
Co. poy amet tak, of Butte. 


eta” (Wheeler) f Elgin, Neb. 
oe . Griggs, Rinaker & Bibb 


efferson : Jay B. McDowell 
(Clay)... -. .22020---cccceesesenss- L. B. Stiner 
Refers to Citizens’ Bank of Fairfield. 
) 





Lay aa RT 
ice. No and sten er ce. 
* (Phelps) . Hall 


Laurel 
Leigh ( 


Lincoln* een 
BROADY & PETTIS. Commercial law oad mg 
ions. Refers to Columbia National Ban 


F. a: WOODS & L. E. WINSLOW. lneiaas ona 
~ — law. Naw penne bp bee rt in a 
raska given prompt personal on. No- 
tarlee Public Depositions carefully taken. 
Refer to ee ‘First, American Exchange and 
Columbia National Banks. 


Linwood (Butler) 
— (Mad 


MoCook" (Red W 

Minden omens. 

Nebraska Vity* (Otoe) 

Neligh* (Ante 

Nelson (Nucko’ 
Attorney, N -t Public and Collector. ‘Twenty: 
five years practice in the courts of Nebraska 
Rererences both banks of Nelson 

Nerfolk* (Madison) 

North Platte* (Lincoln). 

Oakdale* ( Antelope) .... 


Octavia (Butler) ‘Schuyler 


* (Douglas) 
JOHN W. BATTIN, 412 New York Life Bldg. Refers 
to Mebraska National Bank of Omaha and 
Omaha Gas Company. 


A. S. CHURCHILL, (ex- sary General of Ne- 
braska) Suite 516 N. Y. Life Bldg. Refers to 
any bank in Omaha. 

O'Neill* (Holt) 
R. Dickson. 


T. V. Golden. Refers to First Nat'l Bank, O'Neill. 
Ord* (Vall 


THOMAS L. HALL 
Refers o Gnd National and First National Banks 
at Ord. 

H. M. Marquis 
J. ood 


Oxford, (F H. Sherw 





Pender* ( 








on 


reESkes ah 


eon 4A 


Neill. 
HALL 
Banks 


arquis 
ood 


indeay 
Strong 





THE AMERICAN 


LAWYER. 


267 





— 





om SOE Geo. W. Wiltse 
- Ludi 











) 
Ob. Paml?: (Howard) ....ccccccccscsccsss B. D. Hayward 
Stanton ( OED. cos cswsoccccthinbeadades 1. N. Vining 
Fem sca, | SEED .cohplinginesasutbiidalels E. E. Stanton 
CGSEED) coccacecsccscccecesaset . M. Sweet 
Su Si ieticcoccseasascassod aha .F. 8. HAWK 
to First National and Sutton Nat | Banks 
...C. W. Beach 
( ae 
waeent Dy cnascacceteeninndiill . ‘o sare 
* (Wa pe accesses ecceccceccces ° 
West Point* (Cuming) eddnoscccocsesedia Uriah Branner 
MRP BENG). ccccccccccccesce chitin’ Oliver Oleson 
OE Seinastecchicoscecnsiacsantl Geo. W. Bemis 
NEVADA, 
Austin* (Lander)................... Walter C. Seumest 
Oarson oy, kamal seeseccseecececeress sees T. Coffin 
Reno* (Wi eveecence coasécansenes Wie Webster 


Virgina Army Yaiery) Geo. D 
‘ers to Bank of California at Virginia City. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 





Manchester* ( -_. -Burnham, Brown & Warren 
Nashua* (Hillsboro bescctdsdntunsed William J. M 
Newport* (Sullivan, he atsaneeseesqadaitninent A. 8. W. 








Camden* (Camden)........ »--- CHAS. L. R. CAMPBELL 
317 Market st. Refers to Security Trust & Safe 
Deposit Co. 

Cape May City* (Cape May)...... Jas. M. E. Hildreth 

Elisabeth* (Union) .......... -----RICHARD F. HENRY 
108 Broad street. 

Flemington* (Hunterdon).............. Paul A. Queen 

Freehold* (Monmouth) ......... -g Pennemen PARKER 
Refers to Central National Bank. 

Hackensack* (Bergen).................- Cc 

mete (Warren) 


) 
Hoboken (Hudson) 
Jersey City* (Hudson) 
Frank P. ~—m 259 reste st. Refers 
toN.J. Title Guaranty & Trust Co.,JerseyCity. 
Lambertville (Hunterdon)....... Walter F. + ees 
Refers to the Lambertville National Ban 


13 * Branch (Monmouth) 
homas P. Fay. Collections promptly attended to. 
FREDERICK PARKER, Counselor at Law, P., West 
Main st,, Freehold, N. J.; 215 Broadway, Long 
Branch, N. J. Notary Public. Com Siutomes 
of Deeds for New York and Pennsylvania. 


Manasquan (Monmouth)...........-- Parker & Pearce 
tawan (Monmouth)............... Send to Freehold 
Morristown* (Morris) 
Guy Minton. Rotors to First National Bank. 


Charles A. Rathbun. Refers to Morristown Trust 
Co. and Morris County Savings Bank. 


Mount Holly~ (Burlington)........ Walter A. Barrows 
Newark* (Essex)................. Johnson & German 
New Brunswick* (Middlesex)... Warren R. Schenck 


Refers to National Bank of New Jersey and Peo- 
ple’s National Bank. 


Ocean City pe _ | Albert A. Howell 
prange (Essex) nannccccces cocceseee-David R. Snover 

c (Passaic) ie tw - Wm. W. Scott 
Paterson* (Passaic)......--..---.-.. James G. Blauvelt 

















Plainfield (Toten) 
V.Moy. Refers to First National Bank 
«fF Plainfield and MeKesson & Robbins, New 
Po York city. Refi Cc National Bank, 
on. Refers to Ci a 
Ohackmene & Co. and Seca Bros., butchers. 





arrows, cashier People’ s Bank & 


to Chas. 
Trust Co. and Cook Conkling of ns 
Somerville* (Somerset) ames L. 
Refers to First National Bank of ptt, 
Trenton’ (Mercer) 
went Walker, Jr., 105 E. State st. 
x) 


NEW MEXICO, 
ue* (Bernalillo) 
nion) 


Albuq 


Santa Fe’ ‘(Genta Pilheechesteces Comm 

Silver —, eee BARNES & APr EL 
Refer to Silver tity National Bank. 

Geasere” GHeGRTGh.. cas cccccceces coccced J.D. Brooks 


NEW YORK. 


Adams —— EE EE RE ae ne Fred. B. Waite 
see ere as ead a cates 2 - at pe ———— 
uchapan, George wyer), = 
st. References: First Nattonal Bank, ¥ 
Exchange B k and National Sav'gs B’k sé Albeny 


Amsterdam en Peasescecds Sullivan & Bi 
Auburn* (Cayuga, Louis K. R. Laird 
Refers to TNetional "Bank of Auburn. 
Batavia (Genesee) ................... Arthur E. Clark 
Bath* (Steuben) .... ..C. F. Kin 
Belmont* (Allegany) Dthéthaek cenceat V.A.W 
PURER sc ncccces. cosce Carver & Deyo 
SP iddnaccacncecse<. d to Rochester 


Brooklyn* (Kings) See New York City. 


Buffalo* (Ene) 

CHARLES R. & CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, ry 
White Bldg, also 309 Broadway, New York Ci 
Careful oan conscientious attentien given 
= ae business, including collections 

depositio: ony gerne to City National Bank 


cunsen a 604i & CLARK, 1012 Guscenty Bldg. Refer to 
Marine Bank of Buffal 


FRISBEE, DAVIDSON & REDFIELD, Prudential Bldg. 
Refer to Fidelity Trust & Guaranty Co. and 
The Columbia National Bank. 
Cambridge (Washington) ............. Eliot B. Norton 
Refers to Jerome B. Rice & Co., —— 
Canajoharie (Montgomery). ...C. W. & J. C. WHEELER 
A general law practice. Refer to National Spraker 
Bank and Canajoharie National Bank. 
* (Ontario). . Henry M. Field 
Refers to McKechnie & Co., bankers 
seetes< Frank . Evans 


« (Geeene) B. Olney 
Refers to Catskill Nat'l and T aa y Nat'l Banks. 
Monroe) Send to 


Charlette ( Rochester 
Gah, (Columbia) 
C. E. Barrett. Refers to State B’k, Chatham, N. 
McClellan & Dardess. Refer to State Bank, ‘Chat. 
ham, N. Y. 
pao yy ks ee bedccedsese Send to Vie 
peu bcccccecese cocess F. A. Williams 
Cortland* (Cortland). phe Ea 1 
Commercial litigation ‘and collections on 
) 





=<: 
et ell = 


Fort Plain ae Kadéweeal Send to Canajoharie 
Fulton (Oswego)................Frederick Sion 
Geneva (Ontario)............. .. ....Geo. L. Bachman 
Glens Falls (Warren).............. A. &L. 
Gouverneur (St. Lawrence). ........... William Ni 
Homer ym ay; cedapecennececsacnes to 
Hon Falls (Monroe) ............ Send to Rochester 
orn: (Steuben).............. Chas 
Hudson* (Columbia) ......... ...A. F. B. Chase 
Ithaca* (Tompkins) ..................- ames L. Baker 
Jamestown (Chautauqua)....... .. Fowler & Weeks 
‘er to Jamestown National Bank. 
Johnstow n* (Fulton) ............ FAYETTE E. MOYER 
Refers to Bradstreet’s and the Johnstown Bank. 
Keeseville (Easex)....................... N. T. Hewitt 
_ (Ulster) 
EWCOMB & METZGER. A general law practice 
in State and Federal courts. Corporation, in- 


surance and commercial law, specialties. Col- 
lections promptly made. 





ta Corton 
John ‘. Crapser 


John C. R. Taylor 
ek sctass: .Ostrander & Cra’ 


Sorters (Come ---------------5- euaean Dave 


) 
Refers to the — Banking Co, 


JAMES C. 
Gen 


Potsdam 


Pulaski ( 
Refer to 


Rome (Oneida, 
Refer to 
Rome 





A 
ae 
Oiian Sassou 


( 

Penn Yan* (Yates) 
Refers to any bank or business man in Yates or 
apy adjoining county. 

GEREEEOR) « cccccevcanees 


Lawrence) ...........-- Watson ~e 
— to J. Van Vranken, receiver of Berg 
k of Potsdam. 


= R. Pens, ee Powers Bl 


* (Buncombe) 
SHUFORD RD & SHUFORD (G. A 


. Superior Court. Refer to Batte 
- the Blue Ridge National Ban 


NEW YORK* (New York) 


BOROUGH OF MANHATTAN. ats 
Powell. Daniel L. )» 
POWELL & CADY (OmarPowell. ag Chm 


_N. i: and 113 Montague 
bert Elliott La Law Co. and 
aah Association. 
cases in State and 
See card back page.) 


SPENCER, Stewart Bidg,. 230 Broadway. 
eral la’ and cu 


law practice nsulting counsel. 


0.B. THOMAS, oe Deeduey. aS 
Collection department. C+nsulting counsel. 
BOROUGH OF BROOKLYN. 
POWELL & CADY, 113 Montague st. 







(Dutchess) ......-- 


. Practice 


Federal courts. ferences: 


Tradiens National Bank and Union Trust Co. 
Special attention to commercial business. 


EDWARD F. WELLINGTON, 20 Exchange st. Refers 
to Traders’ National Bank. 


 ddeiied ubiedhennnise McMAHON & ny 
it National Bank, Rome Gas 


Electric Works and Rome Daily Le) 





Salamanca (Cattaraigus) —* é ee 

Hill eabingten D222" "Grenville Ml. Ingale be 

we eter to the National Sank we Qe 

National Bank. 

Sau zerties (Ulster).............--- M. Francis Kenne 
Refers to Chas. B. Coxe, cashier Saugerties Ban 
and First mee Bank. Ja Ww. Chew 

Sshoharie* (Schoharie) B. Mayham 

(Monroe) . . 
’ (Onondaga)... Coville & Dixson 
PI cnc duice cocesetsesals T.P 

Troy* ( Ditetandedentanacdind John P. Cur 

Utica* =, Rabqeudccseggn = d 

covens (Warren)...-.--.--------L. C. Aldrich 

Watertown* (Jefferson)..................A. H. Sawyer 

ohn) boesagenes A. D. Bartholomew 
Refers to the Old National Bank of Whitehall. 
(Westchester) ....... Wilson Brown, Jr. 
Whitestone (Queens) .............-- Jno. R. Townsend 
Yonkers (Westchester)..............-.. Wm. C. Kelle gg 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
Ashboro* cena a eo Wm. C. Hamn er 


A. Shuford and W. 
Shuford, ex-Jud J of _ 
Bank 





Asheville, 
C., and State k of Virginia, Richmw 

Va. Corporation law and the collection o 

claims specialties. 
Carthage* (Moore).................------ W.J. Adams 
Charlotte* acbiecteng’ .-Clarkson & Due 
Durham* (Durham).......... ae. % | 
Elizabeth (Pasq BDnnse6escenges F. Lam? 
Fay etteville* (Cumberland) ............Wm. H. Lewis 
ia (Gaston) ..............-.-- William H. Lewir 
Greensboro* (G ) wanna sneeee----A. M. SCALES 


Attorney for City 


Successo) 

National Bank, Southern Stock Ins. Co., Under- 
writers Ins. Co. and refers to any bank or - business 

man in Greensboro. 


Greenville* (Pitt)................00---- Small & Long 

High Point (Guilford)....... ....--. Stedman & Ragan 
Refer to National Bank of 7? Point, the Bank 
of rd, Greensboro, N. ©., or any 
man in High Point. 

Jefferson* (Ashe).............----- _ to —— 

Maxton ( oe ip adlincnsahaedienall B. F. McLean 
Refers to Bank of Lumberton, N.C., or Bank of 

Monroe* (Waten) pee avatbaecess Covington & Redwine 

Mt Airy (Surry) ...............-....- Geo. W. 

New Berne* (Craven)..........+.-.s00000s R. B. Nixon 
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Bockingham* (Richmond)..........Cameron 
‘Boxboro* ® oes GRE) TE. Wn. > 


to Major A. D. Reynolds, Bristol, Tenn. 

Whiteville (Columbus).... .... French & Williamson 
Refer to Clerk of Court, Register of Deeds and 
Sheriff of Columbus County, N. C 


Williamston (Martin) .......... -.-++ H.W. Stubbs 
Wilmington* (New Hanover)........... . Manning 
Winston' (Forsythe) .............. & Patterson 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


Bathgate (Pembima) ..................... W. J. Burke 
BISMARCK* Barisign) 

A. T. PATTERSON. Refers to the Bismarck Bank. 
Bottineau (Bottineau)................. Send to Towner 
gh, a er a Frank D. Davis 

Refers to Towner County Bank of Cando. 

Dovil’s Lake* ameoy anche onatiniaael E. A. MAGLONE 
Refers to National Bank of Devil’s Lake. 
Dickinson™ (Stark)................ James G. Campbell 

Refers to First National " 

Ellendale* (Dickey;................- A. D. Flemington 


of (Cass 

. HL BARNET, Rooms 7 & 8 Morton Block, Broad- 
om General practice. Refers to Red River 
Valley N: Bank and Merchants’ State 


hank, Fargo, and Hon. Chas. A. Pollock, 
Judge District Court. 
Grafton* (Walsh)...............-.... Phelps & Phelps 
Refer to Grafton Nationa] Bank. 
Grenod Forks* Nero Forks) 
BANGS & GUTHRIE. Refer to Wardner, Bushnell, 
Glesner Co. of Chicago. 
I IR sn an ndh cmoncn dinate sien Send to Towner 
Hillsboro* (Traill).............-«0.+---s-- ..Jd. F. Selby 
La Moure* (Lamoure)............. R. W_S Blackwell 


Refers to State k of Edgeley, N. D.; First 
State Bank of Kulm, N. D.; Seems River National 
Bank of Jamestown N.D 


Leeds (Benson).................. .... Send to Towner 
Mandan* (Morgan)................-.--.--- . W. Shaw 
cas ac shardadhen sence Send to Towner 
Northwood (Grand Forks).............- M. V. Linwell 
SE cals duccdSekeccannsin’ Send to Towner 

Steele* (Kidder).................... Charles H. 
Towner* (McHenry) ............... Geo. W. P: e 


enry . 
Commercial law and collections promptly attended 
to in Williams, Ward, Pierce, Bottineas and Me- 


Henry Counties. Refers to Towner Merchants’ B’k. 
baa A City* (Barnes).......... -MARTIN E. REMMEN 


ers to First National Bank and any business 
house in Valley City. 





wee (Richland). .......0...ccs+<6 W. E. Purcell 
W sport* (Emmons).. ....... H. A. Armstrong 
W RE Re Send to Towner 
Willow City (Bottineau).............. Send to Towner 
OHIO, 
Axkron* (Summit)........... enbasdsonsesses Otis & Otis 
Adiance (Stark).....................-- Rogers & Hart 
Amberst (Lorain).................... enounté See El 
Andover(Ashtabula) .................. C. D. Ainger 
Ashtabula (Ashtabula) ........... G. Willard Belknap 
Refers to Ashtabula Bank Co. & Farmers’ Nat. B’k. 
Ashville (Pickaway).................. G. W. Morrison 
Athens” (Athens)......................... L. A. KOONS 


Refers to Bank of Athens. General law and collec- 
tions. Notary public and stenographer. Business 
for non-residents given prompt attention. 







Barnesville (Belmont)...... ........... Petty & Crew 
Batavia* (Clermont) .............. Swing & MeDonald 
Bellefontaine* (Legan)................. John C. Hover 
Refers to the People’s National Bank. 
Blanchester (Clinton)....................... P. Savage 
Bewling Green* (Wood)... . ......- Nearing & Shatzel 
Bremen (Fairfield) ................. Send to St. Mary's 
0 I John B. White 
rr hey (Crawford) .. -Edward Vollrath 
* (Harrison)... . 


Caldwell* (N: oble) i 





....D. 8. Spriggs 
J. H. Mac ey 


Cambridge* (Guernsey da 

Camden (Preble) ..... -Frank G. Shuey 
oo RT an A. J. Kittinger 

Oanton* (Star 


k) 
MILLER & POMERENE, Central Savings Bank Bldg. 
Kefer to any bank in the city. 


Carey (Wyandot) .......................- Amos Bixby 
Oarrollton* (Carroll) ................ .. A. P. Mortland 
Celina* CEBOROSE) 22.00 ccccccscciccccese. John Kramer 
Cheshire (Gallia)................... Send to Gallipolis. 
Qhillicothe* (Ross)..................... Wilby G. Hyde 





W. J. DAVIDSON, St. Paul 
General law 


practice and Commer- 

cial litigation. Refers to Equitable Nat'l Bank. 

JOHNSON & LEVY, Chamber of Commerce Building 

Refer to Equitable National Bank, Members 0! 
Attorneys Clearing House. 

OTTO PFLEGER, 483 Johnston Bldg. Refers to 

Fourth National and Banks. 


CHARLES F. WILLIAMS, Masonic Temple. Probate 
and general commercial law. Collection de- 
partment. Depositions. Carbon copy without 
extra charge. References: avy bank in city. 
Long Distance 'Phone 1749. 


CLEVELAND* (Cuyahoga) 
f Refer to and represent: The 
American Association, New York ; 
The American shoe & Leather 
Association, Phila ; The Furniture 
Commercial Agency, Cincinnati ; 
McKillop, Walker & Co., New Y ork. 
Commercial and corporation law, 
JNO. W. ARNOLD, | and general court practice. Special 
department devoted solely to mer- 


Suite 736, eantile « ollections and the business 

of non-residents. Depositions 

Society for stenographically taken and reports 
promptly made. 

Savings Building. | Additional references: The Drake 


Coal Co.; Billings, Taylor & Co.; 
Cozzens Lard Oil Co. ; Chas. Froelk 
Furniture Co. ; AmericanExchange 
Nat'lBank; TheClevelandTrustCo.; 
Hon. Floyd R. Mechem, (Author 
‘‘Mechem on Agency’), Ann Arbor. 
| (See card on front cover.) 


HART, CANFIELD & CALLAGHAN, 306-309 Beckman 
Bidg. Refer to Central National Bank, Dime 
Savings & Banking Co., ee. w.J. 

rewing Co. 





O'DonnellElevato: Co. and Barrett 


A. LEWENTHAL, Jr.. 432 Society for Savings. 
Collections. corporation and urance mat- 
ters a specialty. 


MAX J. PFISTER, 501 American Trust Building. 
General practice. Collections and commercial 
litigation a lty. Telegraphic advices re- 
ceive = attention in Cuyahoga County. 
Remi made day of collections. Refer- 
ences: Dime Savings Bank, Cleveland, Ohio; 
The Pabst Brewing Co., Milwaukee, Wis., 
and others. 


JOHN 0. WINSHIP, Blackstone Block. Refers to 
Cleveland National Bank. 


Clyde (Sandusky)................---+.-.-- M. W. HUNT 
Refers to People’s Banking Co. and First Nat'l B’k. 
COLUMBUS* ( 


Franklin) 

F. F. D. ALBERY, Room 40, Board of Trade. At 
torney for Commercial National Bank and Ses- 
sions & Co., Investment Bankers. 

ALBERY & DILLON, 119% South High st. Steno 
grapher and No for depositions. Refers to 


Uhio National Bank, Commercial Nat'l Bank, 
any Judge or wholesale house in Columbus. 
Columbus Grove (Putnam)...... coseconeces S. Sanders 
COeRENE (PCE Y) nodeas ccocscces ceneceeess T. M. Potter 
Covin, Miami) 
J. H. lin. 
J. Guy O'Donnell. 
Cuyahoga Falls (Summit) .......... Chas. H. Howland 
Dayton* Nery ogg ilies does Satna J. E. CARSON 
1 Reibold Bldg. Commercial, corporation, real es- 


tate, probate, insurance and banking laws a spec- 
ialty. Refers to Winters National Bank. 


Defiance* (Defiance) 

D. E. DOZER, General law practice. Commercial 
collections receive special attention. Refers 
to Merchants’ National Bank of Defiance and 
Smith, Moulton & Price,attorneys, Chicago, IL 





Benj. B. Kingsb Refers to First and Merch- 
ants’ National Banks. 

De Graff (Logan) .......-...22..------- Huston & Curl 
Delphos (Alion).......--.csee-seeeees Horace A. Reeve 
Dennison (Tuscarawas) .................. A. W. Elson 
Dresden (Muskingum)........ ...... John W. P. Reid 

Refers to Dresden Banking Co. 
East Liverpool] (Columbiana) ..Grosshans & Grosshans 
| es. eee James L. Sayler 
I Mn 5 capneashendee co manie Lee Stroup 
Findlay* (Hancock)... ... ibesebe meadae L. A. Carabin 
Fostoria (Seneca)......--..-- ....-.-- T. P. Johnston 

Refers to Rebbins Bros. & Co., jewelers. 
Fremont* (Sandusky) ...-...-...-..-.+.--- F. E. Seager 
Galion (Crawford)........... ...«s«-- Coulter & Tracht 


ee ee 





National Bank. attention 
Lena 
Grafton ) ésueé osu ee Spain 
bg fy nom wep ss cncents Geo. A. Katzenberger 
Neoiee te —n Robert P Hargitt 
Hillsboro” (Highland)..............-----Steele 4 Sams 
Haron eee aeeeeeseees-C. M. Ray 
seneceess-eneeessss- GOO. W. Keye 
Sedan? Getien sO Peo 
Jefferson* (Ashtabula)........ «eeveesss-T E. Hawley 
eed sine «se+---.- Send to Ravenna 
Kenton‘ Heads ES REE Johnson & Johnson 
Lancaster* eeweae coceee-eee-O. M. Strickler 
Lebanon* (Warren) ....... dasdcde ..----R. J. Shawhan 
Leetonia BN. cccccscaanel John B. Morgan 
a... aad didenal Taian’ & Roby 
Lisbon! (Cobia) ooo A Marta 
Logan* (Hocking) 





8. H. t 
Vv Cc. a 
Lorain (Lorain)..... 






Malta (Morgan)...... Send to McConnelsville 
Mansteid= Stickiand) ESSE E. LA DOW 


winded 
Collections, pecialty. Attorney Citi- 
zens’ Savings Bank 7 


Middletown (Butler) ............- Donley & Rhonemus 

— law and collections promptly attend- 
Minster (Au laize) .......... ......Send to St. Mary's 
Mount Sterling ( ) .........Mitehell & Tanner 
Mount Vernon™ (Knox)............--- Cooper & Moore 








Ravenna* (Portage) 
E. W. Maxson. Refers to First and Second Na 
tional Banks of Ravenna. 
Ripley (Brown)........-.... wokns seamns th W. D. Young 
Roseville (Muskingum)............ John W. Williame 
Refers to William and L. 8. Keldow. 
Salem (Columbiana). ............--- ‘aylor & Metzger 
Salineville (Columbiana). ............-.--: oore 
Sandusky* (Erie).......... ...-.-+++- Arthur Phinney 
Sardinia (Brown).................-.---- Send to ong 4 
Lg, (Clark).........0- C. Bassett, Jr 
Clairsville* (Belmont) D. H. Milli 
St. Mary ( )ea- Bullock & Moone: 
Steubenville (Jefferson) .............------ P.P. 
Thurman (Gallia) . Send to Gallipolis 
Tiffin* (Seneca)............. asviswvlageoa Rush Abbott 
Refers to Tiffin Nationa] Bank. 


Toledo* (Lucas) 

CHITTENDEN & CHITTENDEN, Drummond Block. 
Commercial law and collections a specialty. 
Refer to any bank in this city. References 
will be furnished in all cities on application. 
Depositions taken in office. 

CHARLES RUSSELL CLAPP, Drummord Block. 
Practice in all courts. Commercial, corpora 
tion, probate, real estate, eoking and insur- 
ance a aspecialty. Refersto Merchants & 
Clerks’ Bank and Ohio Savings b’k & Trust Co. 

Toronto (Jefferson). ........-.....4------- 8. B Taylor 
Uhricheville (Tuscarawas).......... Send to Venuison 


Upper Sandusky* (Wyandot)........._ H. H. Newell 
Urbana" (Champ: A cescee shonin G. W. McCracken 
Van Wert* (Van Wert)................--- G. L. Marble 
Vinton (Gallia)..................... Send to Gallipolis. 
W apakoneta* (Anglaise) pocedseséa Anderson 4 Linzee 
Warren* (Trumbull)................. Wm G Baldwin 
Washington C. H.* (Fayette) ........ George W. Allen 
Refers to the Commercial Bank at this place. 
Waverly* (Pike) .............-.-. Charles M. Caldwell 
Wellaton (Jackson) ...............-«.---- A. E. Jacobs 
Refers to First National Bank of Wellston. _ 
Wellsville (Columbiana)...............--- F. L. Wells 
Wilmington* (Clinton) ..... Slone, Martin & rene 
Wooster* (Wayne) ..........-.--+-++ James E. Snyder 
Yellow Springs } iSrenne o cascqsccecossoes 8. W. Dakin 
Youngstown* (Mahoning)............ J. Calvin Ewing 
Zanesville* (Muskingum) ..........-..-- A. A. Frasier 


OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Beaver* (Beaver)........-.....««+ R. H. Loofbourrow 
County Attorney. Refers to Star Grocery ©0., 
Liberal Kan. 





Chandler* (Lincoln)....... ...........-- A. J. Morris 
Refers to the Bank of Hoffman, Conklin & Charles. 
CREES TERY) oon dec ccoccsesdcccccstesossde Send to Perry 
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MORDECAI & GADSDE 





ATTORNEYS AT LAW, 43, 46 & 47 BROAD STREE1, CHARLESTON, S. C. 
COMMERCIAL LITIGATION AND COLLE€TIONS A SPECIALTY. 





THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 








Ponca City (Kay)......-..-.+ ++ ««« 

Pond Creek* (Grant)........... .... & Weat 
Refer to to Walton Bank and Bank Creek. 

Gtillwater* (Payne)...... eseetcoee ----Sterling P. King 


OREGON. 


eee eee e ee enee 


Portland” (Multnomah) . . 
Practice in United States and - 
missioners of deeds. Commercial business gv en 
= attention. Refer to erat Co National 
Associated Bankin 
‘Lilton and London & San 


Salem* (Marion) 


The Dalles* (Wasco)... .. Mays, Hun & Wilson 
Toledo (Lincoln) ...........---0-s00++-- . EB. — 
Union® (Union) .......cccccpecccccccccecs -C. H. Marsh 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
Allegheny* (Allegheny) ......... --McCready & Moore 


Allentown* TT 5 
JAS. L. SCA :, iar tet Aliens ef rm county. 


Altoona (Blair) 
1. S$. LEISENRING. Solicitor for First National 
Bank of 


Al ag 
Ashland (Schuylk 
Beaver Falls ( — 
Bellefonte* (Centre) . . 
Benton (Columbia) .... .........-...-.--.- 8. B. Karns 
Refers to First National Bank of Dushore, Pa. 
Bethlehem ee. .Send ° South Bethlehem 





Bloomsburg* (Columbia) ...-...... harles G. Barkley 
Blossburg (Tioga)................. Merrick & Fellows 
Refer to First National Bank of bebe, Pa. 
Bradford (McKean) ..........-...+----+-- yi 

| er ee hy Jefferson). ......... H. B. Yi 
* (Jefferson) .. Alexander C.4John M * 
Refer to the National Bank of Brookville, — 
Carbondale (Lackawana)............... James E. Burr 
Carlisle* (Cumberland) ............. Herman Berg, Jr 
Reters to any bankor person inthe city. 
Chambers! ~ (Franklin)......... = F. NOBLE 


Refers to Valley National Bank of Chambersburg 
and First National Bank of Greencastle, Pa. Gen- 
eral law and collections. Business for non-resi- 
dents given prompt attention. Charges reasonable. 


ester (Delaware) -. oeeceeecseeees-A. B. Geary 
Giarion SEINE, conscccosoccecesbaniee Reid & Maffett 
Refer to the First and Second National Banks. 
Clearfield* Seen J ccaten clbed’ Swoope & Patton 
(Payette) ... ) 
Coudersport* (Potter) .. 





Danville* (Montour)............0-s--1 


er,” oo ore ag ty $.&M. penne 
(Wm. 8. Kirkpatrick, Ex-Atterney-Ge 
ris Kirkpatrick, U. 8. Commissioner), 8. wee Cor. 
Centre Square. 
Emporium* (Cameron) ..............-..- C. W. Shaffer 
ers to the First National Bank of Emporium. 
GN Be cccancuccntened auens Harold M. Sturgeon 


Franklin* (Venango) . aseseseeee-K. L, Kahle 
Refers to Franklin Sav. Bank & say aie 


Beam onccccascescesebnes C. Sheely 
ae (Weetmercinnd).. - FRANK B. sHARGRAVE 
Greenville (Mercer)... ......0.4-+..0s+c0e- H. L. Keok 


Harrisburg* (Dau 
W. JUSTIN CARTER, Room 2, Kelker Bldg. Refers 
to ———s Trast Co. and H urg Na 


tio: Bank. 
H. L. Nisaley, 7 North 3d « 
Welfe & Bai ey. Refer to Harrisburg Nat'l Bank. 





Hazelton (Luzerne) ha aaa John J. Kener 
Hollidays * (Blair). ~Robert W. Smit 
Honeadale* ( ayne) sidikce A. T. Searle 
Hummelstown ( auphin) ... .F. T. Schaffner 
Huntingdon* (Huntingdon)........... Horace B. Dunn 
Johnstown (Cambria) 
W. W. ATKINSON. Commercial law and collections 
distinctively. 
Lancaster* (Lancaster) ............ Junius B. Kaufman 
48 North Duke st. 
pareber (we Oe eg oe Frank B. ve 
banon* (Le! 
Lewisburg (Onion). 
Refers t 





Clinton) .....-...- -..-...++. 
(Sch 7 


eeeeeweeeeee 


Oe mete e wee wenn neeeeennne 


was Ne Parke Warne 
. bankers, and J. 





CARR & R & FRANCISCUS, Provident Bidg. Commercial 


t 
thoroughly modern and well well exulpped Depo- 
sitions by Notary, G. C. 
References: New York, Natienal Wall 
;P The Provident Life & Trust 
Co.; H. W. Johns Mfg. Co.; Wm. H. Greve- 
meyer & Co.; Supplee Hardware Co. and Ed 
ward K. Tryon, Jr. & Co. 


3. R. CASSEL, 329 Drexel Bldg. Ongena 
mercial law and collections. Refers to 
delphia office Connecticut Mutual Life Ins. 4 


Hartford, Conn. ; gen, Harris, Bassett & 
Co., Philadelphia, etc. 

CONARD & MIDDLETON, 435 Chestnut st. Attor- 
neys and Counselors at Law. General counsel 
for Shriver, Bartlett & Uo. 

JOSEPH A. a Suite 1111-1114 Stephen Girard 
Bldg, 2 1 South Twelfth st. General practice, 
corporation and commercial law, and collec- 
tions, spesialties. Refers to Union Trust Co., 
Howett Warner & Co. Dey Guam, 429 Market 
st.; Ivins, Dietz & M , carpets, 1220-2 
Market st.; The pra ‘o., tire-bricks, 23d 
Ab. Race streets 


SHRIVER, BARTLETT & CO., 433, 435 and 437 Chest 
nut st. Mercantile collections. 

H. VAN COURT & COMPANY, (George G. Coo) 
Counsel), 404 Arch st. Mercantile law an 
collections. Representing American Shoe and 
Leather Association. Reter to United States 
Leather Company, New York City; Powers & 
ae htman and Union National Bank of Phila 
delphia, The Shoe and Leather Trade generally. 

SAMUELW. COOPER, Franklin a Bldg, 133 So. 12th st. 
Refers to R. Pe Dun & ‘he Mercantile 


WAGNER rf isenuby. | 15 and 17 South Third st. 
Prompt attention given te claims of all kinds 
in riegae y es and throughout the United 
States and . Notary Public. Refer to 
Philadelphia Trust & Safe Deposit Co. and 
Central a, Long Distance ’Phone. 

PITTSBURG* (Alleghen: 
Chantler, MoGill & aR 


Pittston (Luzerne). ee .F. C. Mosier 
es _(Sebuy lil 
Rites to Pennsylvania National 


Siaok of Pottsville. 
A. W. Schalck. Refers to any tant at this place. 


° 
i 


Punxsutawney (Jefferson). ...... .. Jacob L. Fisher 
Refers to First rer and C itize ns’ Banks. 

Reading* (Berks) .. were Robert P. Shick 

Renovo (Clinton). .............. Send to Lock Haven 

Reynoldsville (Jeerson -G. M. MeDonald 
Refers to First National ‘Bank and Rey noldsville 
Hardware Co. 

Ridgway* (Elk)... .. .... 0000+ -ssesseseeees Fred H. Ely 


Scranton (Lackawanna) 
FRANK E. BOYLE, Burr Bldg. Refers to any bank 
or wholesale house in the city. 


Shenandoah oon) edeees Edward W. Mocnsies 
Smeth * (McKean cence E. R. Mayo 
South Bethlehem (Northampton) Soseud .J. D. Brodhead 


Sunbury* (Northumberland)........... Knight & Loeb 
ae - 4 (Susquehanna) . John D. Miller 
fers to the First and Gity National aa, 


Tamaqua (Schuylkill) ...........-.......- B. Graefi 
Tioga (Tioga) .. : B. Smith 
Reters to Miners. National Bank, lama , Pa. 
Tionesta* (Forest) ce eanha docs gteddmaiitned ” Clark 


Titusville (Crawford)................. Cc ae L. Kerr 

Refers to the Commercial Bank of ga 
Uniontown" (Fayette)........... .H. L. Rebinson 
Warren* (Warren).............. Dinsmoor & Peterson 
Washington* ( Washington),........... Barnett & Linn 
Watson (Northumberland) ...... Send to Sun! 
Wellsboro* (Tioga) .................. errick & yong 
West Chester* ( Races 

) 


Wilkesbarre* saan, 
oe —_ RT, 15 S. Franklin st. Commercial 


m a specialty. 
10sePH “toon Refers to First National pom 


s Bank and Wilkesbarre Deposit & 
FRANK P. a ae Commercial law and collec- 
tions 





. Kefers.to, Wyoming Valley Trast Co. 
of Wilkesbarre. 





y ty 
gabe, Soourty ye ldg. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


errr rrr Ts 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Aiken* (Aiken)..................... Clande E. 
| ~ +l eee F. Wiel, 


a =o, ae e Townsend&0’ Bannon 


out aan Ww. 
pitieneeketeoes amide I. Verdier 
Camden* Decseceuceteasas «++.-C. L. Winkler 


ON MORDECAI & GADSDEN, P.O. Box 156, Refer to 
any bank in city. Council for State 


Pe thee pedwousccecsse Francis H. Wi 
(Cherokee).... ............ WALLACE 4&0 
Refer to A. N Woods banker, and National airs 
of 7 
Greenville: )---+--000---.-- Isaac M. Bryan 
ae” ~~ (Now Nib ieue ee ould . H. Dominick 
to N Bank of New 


quniimea ; Hildebrand 

———s ig (Grertenberg) Th BOMAR & SIMPSON 
of Spartanb 

Ghar bank or bacheses beceo tt oc? Aad 

Thomas 


B. Butler 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Aberdeen* (Brown)................ Charles M. Stevens 
Refers to a and First Hatenal Dees. 





ae: C. C. Morrow 

Clear Lake" (Deuel)................ ALBERT R- ALLEN 
(Estab. 188%.) States Attorney of Deuel County. 
General law practice. Foreclosures and commercial 
collections a specialty. Notary and stenographer 


in office. 
Deadwood* (Lawrence) .................Rice & Poll 
Flandreau* (Moody) ..................-- GEORGE Rick 


County Bank and Flandreau 7 
Hot * (Fall River)........Cleveland & Juckett 
Hauron* ( J ggucceqqnenes “ee a 
Madison* (Lake) .........-- ‘ oldridge 
Milbank (Grant) 


GAMBLE & FULLER, (Bertin D. Gamble, Thad L. 


Fuller). Refer to the First State B’k, Milbank. 
Mitchell’ Bovienn) sis H. E. Hitchoook 
"mida* Belly, anqnecconcaceeecccceocée 
Pierre* (Hi Deeencencencesecencceanes 
Rapid * (Pennington).............. A. K. Gardner 
SIOUX FALLS* (Minnehaha) 


BAILEY & VOORHEES. Attorneys for Sioux Falls 
National Bank, R. G. Dun & Co., Illinois Cen- 
pF. —— Co. and Western Union Tele- 


pavis, LYON “AGATES. A 8 for State B’k'g 
& Trust Co. and Sioux Falla Water Co. Refer- 
ences: Any bank or business house in the city. 
ee, ae HOWARD BABCOCK 


Le (Bon Homme).............. Elliott & Stilwell 
‘ermillion* (Clay) Unbdne cunececceedés JARED RUNYAN 
Watertown" (Coddington).......... hia 


ohn Eg a 
Webster* oF a ae eee E. W. Taylor 
> ‘armers & Merchants’ Bank and Secur- 


(Dickson) ececcecccccecccccssess W. L. Cook 


(Hamilton) 
COOKE, SWANEY & fees. See 300-303 Richardson 
B Refer to : First and Third _— Banks 
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— 
Franklin* Williameon) ........-------.--8. 8. Hote 
TS iaioal Bane 3 gs 
os on nen seamnete pve. E. R. BRUCE 
Refers to the Kenton Bank. 
CORN SANSOM & CORNICK, Deaderick Bldg. 
service given mercantile 


(Loudon) ...............-- Send to Loudon 
tciviecbGtsidesouty J. E. Cassaday 


Lenoir 
London‘ ( ) 
CASSELBE RAY & MARTIN, Continental Nat’] Bank 
Foe: Practice in State and Federal ane 


a ialty. Attorneys for Memphis 
ad - i. ma tan Tvensuree of the State 


FRANK P. P. POSTON. mpg, Order nights. o 4 
Trust Co emp) er ae oO 





Pythias in Tennessee; Di Seuth- 
aa ie Ce. Refer to any y bank or merchant in 
General practice and corporation 
Morristown" ree spoeeses Shields & Mountcastle 
| ated Cock Teredaat waggerser 
| CEES rs Ea 
Pulaski* ( Ds cddueiicbcceuesenchspene 
Roan Mountain (Carter) 
Shell Creek (Carter) ...... 
areal (White)........ 
atertown ( D ebonhanerenspanesentil J. R. Smith 
_Refers to the Bank of Watertown 
Waverly* (H \eneegenseeesncens J. ¥. Shannon 
TEXAS. 
Al Jene* (Taylor)..............-....... Kirby & Kirby 
a & Lowdon, bank r. 
Alvarado (Johnson) ................. Send to Cleburne 
(Brazoria)............--.+-++- Send to 
AB Ci ieaks ov ceees cosencs ctncts Send to ur 
Sialp debdidin Wine been Send to Columbia 
Be strvococeveccccccesé O’Nea! & Cul 
Austin* (Travis) ....... sencdesnnsil mn h <> 
Bartlett en pind <eciieinirciieaheael 
Baltan? (sell) aint edhintiunel ARTHUR i. * MONTEITH 
Counsel for Belton National Belton & Miller 


and Hall & Co., Bankers Temple. Practices in 
eS and Federal courts. Collections and com- 
omens Pigeon specialties. Notary and steno- 


me) Sesedenecccnmeccscs SPEER ye a 
A general De We have 
§ ies ectlocie ya apy cining towns, 


and N 
Boyd (Wise) .......-...---+-------+-++ Send to Decatur 
Brady* (McCulloch)................-.. F. M. Newman 
Refers to Commercial Bank of J W.D 
Brazoria (Brazoria) ........ ----L. J. & W. D. Wilson 
Refers to any business house in 
—— sshington SERS ccs "MATHIS & av EAGUE 
general law practice. mpt atten ven 
to any business sent us. Notary in in office. fotors 
Bridgeport CW _— to 
Driikhh anh sekeneniiel 
Brownwood" (Brown) ..........-- Goodwin & Grinnon 
Cameron* SERRE EY T. S. Henderson 
GE EEE nc cancinvecnpocccqveceece Send to Decatur 
Cleburne* (Johnson)...........---.... OTIS TRULOVE 


Refers to the Farmers and Merchants’ Nat’) Bank. 
ao practice in all courts. Prompt attention to 


civil and mercantile matters. 
OColeman* (Coleman)..............-. eel Be & Webb 
Columbia (Brazoria)........... ym 
Collections and all civil busin pay ote 
ed to. Refers to First Mat Des os 
Oommerce + % Se ihtie  oonat bonded HAMILTON 
Refers to . Long, Mayor 


(Delta)... : J. L. Young 
Coots 10 ¢ National Bank. of Cooper. 


BAL & are Eee Retiete City Metionst Bank, 
Corsicana National Bank _ leming & Tem- 
vleton. Bankers, ef Corsican 
T. W. LOVETT. Refers to City ‘National Bank of 
Corsicana, National Shoe & Leather Exchange 
of Boston, Mass.; Schriver, Bartlett & Co., 
Baltimore, Md.; Gilbert Elliott Law Co., New 
be City; The Mercantile Adjuster and A. 
W. Moise & Co. of St. Louis, Mo. 
Crowley Tarrant) pemdcatiecconcsaed Send to Cleburne 
Dallas* 


— R J HEA. References: National Bank of 


of Dallas. 
EDWIN 0. “HARRELL, 235 Main st. Refers to the 
<_< Exchange k. 
Decatar" (W pebues odns biceell SPENCER & BASHAM 


A eo law olen to Pir Collections given t it 
stheatinn. Refer to First National Bank an 2 
Denison (Grayson hans ohdon STANDIFER & EPPSTEIN 
ational Bank of Denison and Merchants 

& Planters’ National Bank, Sherman. 

Denton* (Denton) .......-........-..- Alvin C. Owsley 
Refers to Exchange National Bank of Denton. 
Bastland* (Eastland)................ Scott & Brelsford 
Edna (Jackson) .............. ....-- — & McCrory 

“imo (Kaufman)..............--- Send to Terrell, Tex 

El Paso* (E) Paso).....-..- WANFORD E. WILLIAMS 
Commercial i and collections. 

Farmersville a. Pudccccsncesess Send to McKinney 

Forney (Kaufman Reve sgconceesesé Send to Terrell, Tex. 


) 
GEORGE Q. og Rooms 28 & 29 Powell Bldg. 
Attorney and Mercantile Adjuster. § 
trips made to any part of the State of Texas 
on request. 


pe mercer Ss mame OO 
) 


Sewer eee eeerewnee 


Rofors to Citizens’ National Bank. 
* (Harris) 
ALLEN, WATKINS & JONES, Binz 
ational Bank 


al, corporation 
fae i rr Bp fot bah 


References : 
ag eames, or any National bank of Hous- 


st. Refers to ex- 


Tiectlons given promp attention. 
Leow SIGELOW ar Vounsel for Houston Na- 
tional Bank iow includ- 


er in office. New York references : Mer 
¢ National Bank and Hard & Rand. St. 
Lonis references: Levis-Zukoski Mercantile Co. 


Joshua (Johnson) 


tome enw ween eneeee 
















Send to Cleburne 

wt ~-eeee- 4. P, JORDAN 
insurance and bank- 

68. lon, ingurance,, the courts, 


juster 
Church Co., Bradford Rhod 
mercial Lawyers, Attorneys’ & Ag 
tion, Early _—e Agency a 





Brigham* SE OED ccccovcaedesansuse + M. Coombs 
P SDs chascccceccoes cachanseail J.C. Walters 


Richfield (Sevier) STERN 


HAMBLEN 


and 
LUND, 
401-404 
THe ROOKERY 


Commercial law and collections. 
(Salt Lake) 
BOOTH. LEE & GRAY, 5th floor Arerbach Block. 
Commercial litigation especially. 
— be SHEPARD, Suite 12°-125 Commercial 
Commercial, corpora 
jalties. Refers to Comm 


k of this city. References furnished 
at any point where required 











bury* (Caledonia' 
White ety Junction (Windser) ... ‘a 
Windsor) 







VIRGINIA, 


22 a feiss peieebes Greenlee 1 D. Letcher 





B. 
Merchants Nat'l Bank of Richmond, Va. 


News* (Warwick)....... -«eeeht. G. Bickford 

A. B. SELONER, 200 Main st. Commercial, collec- 
Litigation. Refers to any 

widdle)............ Davis & MclIivaine 

* (Norfolk) ....... saneeseeeeeed. FB. Crocker 

aaare bo ennecdancnesedibtes 0. C. Brewer 


ies tom 5 Seen 
O'FERRALL & REGESTER, 1107 Bank st.. 
348. General practice in im Beans tall ‘Peden 


courts. Maks oa pe Bw AE ring 
and insurance law. Refer to any 
k in Richmond. 


ties. 
Refers 





l 


W. 0. SKELTON, p amber of 
and commercial law. Refers 
’ Exchange Bank and J. L. Williams & 
bankers. 


Sons. 

Roanoke (Roanoke)............ S. eneerene a 
Refers to First National oi National Ex 4 
Banks, mage also Mercantile Trust & Deposit 
Co., Baltimore 

Staunton* (A D cseccccscends bie J.R. Fishburne 


eanegnccnsnenmansliiae P. Bouldin, Jr 





ARMOUR & C00 GOOL, Fi First Nat'l Bank Bldg. 


itman, Stevens and Spokane Cour a 
eo wers to corresponden 


to Tradere’ a and Old National Banks. 
DANSON & poene, 606 to 611 —_ Block. Com- 
mercial real estate and probate 


law. Collections. 


kane and Northern Ry. 
fers to Hoadley, Lauterbach & 


| . Counsel of Great cote Ry. and 


| Johnson, New York; Moran, Krauss 
& & Mayer. Chicago; Board of Trade, 


Tancisco; Ong bank or 


merchant in Spokan 


Special deposition “Tacilities. 


* (Pierce) 
ALLYN & ALLYN, (Frank Allyn, Frank Anya, Jr.) 


821 Fidelit ok, Federal wn to London & 


Francisco = and State Jud 
Walla Walla* (Walla Walla)................ W clark 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
Addison* (Webster) . «s+. eeeeeeH. C. Thurmond: 


Commercial * and collections. Refers to Buck- 


‘ers to the Traders’ National Bank. 


A.M. Poundstone. Commercial law and collections. 
Burton (Wetzel). 


Ww.G. Roedgrese 

Refers to Exchange Bank of Mannington, W. Va 

Camden-on-Gauley (Webster) ........ Send to Addison: 
arleston* (Kanawha) 


SAMUEL S. GREEN. State and Federal Courts. 
anizes corporations. Refers to Charleston: 












aie oe es ee a ee 
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0D. 
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CG) ..occcascese 
“both of 
Grafton” occenees: Scdneeee as tee L. HECHMER 
Refers to Grafton 
Huntington” (Cabell) ........... -- Vinson & 
Jeckeen H.* (Jackson) ............--. Warren 
Keyser* (Mineral)........--..+-++- Ww C. Clayton 
Refer to Davis National Bank, Piedmont, W. Va. 
Lane’s Kottom (We ddison 





Martinsburg* 

Maysville’ (Grant) 
Refers to South Branch V: 
Moorefield, W. Va.. and A. 
turer, Keyser, W. Va. 


wou NE ‘Gree son. Refers to First National 
. Attorneys for Balto. & Ohio R. R. Co. 
Balto. & Ohio Southwestern R; R. Co., 
dale lal Agency, ¢ ey, Chicago, Bonds Com- 
mercial Aomm United Law & Col- 
lection Co., Deering Harvester Co., Chi- 
cago. Notary Deering stenographer in office. 
MERRICK & SMITH. Refer to Parkersb _ 
tional, First National and Second Nat’) 


Van Winkle & Ambler. Rater othe Parkers 
ational First National 


Bett 





N and 
Petersburg (Grant) .............. Rayoide& 
Point t* ( ee ye 4. $. SPENCER 
Merchants’ National ] 
BURDEN) .occccdecatecece WN. C, PRICKITT 
Refers to Bank of Ravenswood. 
Saint Marys* pene nb baelne A. J. Porter 
Sistersville* (Tyler) . Robt. L. Geagety 
Wainville (We = —_ e Addison 
Wayne* (Wayne). .............2-ses00-- T.G 
rs to rai National Banik of Gordo, ‘W.Va. 
Wells — encecsces. ceceee W. M, Workman 
( 0) 


T. M. GARVIN. Special attention given to organiz- 
corporations under the laws of West Vir- 
ginia. Prompt and careful attention given 
commercial nanan and py 
Williamson* (Mingo)........ 8 & Goodykoontz 
Refer to Banko! ot Williamson. 


WISCONSIN. 
2 (Langlade) 


wa Jenkins & Jenkins 
ann dalpniadivent PAUL D. DURANT 
Commercial law and collections promptly attended 
to. Refers : First ae Bank of Columbus. 


Danville ( «+ -se0---8end to Columbus 
Darlington* ( PWagottes «s+s+eeeee-Orton & Osborn 

‘ | na rl dewa) seeeece ccetboapedetnns Reese & Carter 
Doylestown (Columbia)............. Send to 


to Columbus 
Eau Claire* (Eau Claire)....TEALL, THOMAS & TEALL 
Cand eines Piney bk 
0 a reand Chippewa 
Fall River (Columbia). ...........- Send to Columbus 
Fond du Lac* (Fond du Lac)..... Colman & Parkinson 
Green Bay* (Brown) 
Cady & Cady. Hefer to the Citisens’ National Bank. 
John ©. & A. C. Neville. Refer to Green Bay 
Water Co. 
Janesville" (Rock) 
FETHERS (O. H.), JEFFRIS (M. G.) & MOUAT (M. 
0.), 10 West Milwaukee st. Attorneys for 
First National and Merchants & Mechanics’ 
Savings Banks. All notaries. Special collec- 


tion department. 
Keyser (Columbia) ...........+000-- Send to 
Kenosha* (Kencsha) beaed WALTER inAnSHAL cow ‘GoweLL 
Kewaunee * (Kewaunee) ..........-.--- attawa 
La Croase* (La Crosse)....... Ww. v Wooowano 
Lawyer. Refers to Batavian. Bank, Y. Hyde 
Elevator Co. and La Crosse Soap Co. 

Lancaster (Grant)........ Bushnell, Watkins & Moses 
(A. R. Bushnell, R. A. W. H. L. Moses.) 
BOWEL) (GEN: cesccacconcecbovesht d to Columbus 
Madison* (Dane)............ ««+-.--Herman Pfand 
Marinette* (Marinette) ............... & Daily 

* (Mil 


WAUKEE waukee) 

CHARLES H. HAMILTON, Office Hall. Com- 
mercial and corporation law. fers to First 
National Bank and Second Ward ~ Bank, 
and any judges of Supreme or local courts. 

PHILLIPS & ANDERSON, Federal Bldg. Praotice 
in all courts. Commercial litigation and col- 
lections a specialty. Business entrusted to us 


New vLgaden (ieee. scenubintindeind “Thorn & Holmes 
Refers to First National Bank and the Baak of 


New London. 
cocesess & Krugmeier 


a eral practice in all courts. Refer- 
ences: ng bank or wholesale house in Osh- 
kosh, Wis. 
Hume & Oellerich, 118 Main st. 
Co cllss 6. Keacvcccesedece -- 8. Baker 
Prentice (Price).............--. -««- Geo. H. 7 
Fernand did cesovce John W. en 
( ini peseccasbhontedh Send to Columbus 
Rio (Columbia).......... .Send to Columbus 
’ Point* (Portage)....1 Raymond, Owen & Frost 
Sun Prairie (Dane) ....- _. Send to Columbas 
P Dials veces See West Superior 
ua* ( a Graves & Mahony 
‘er to the Bank of Viroq 
Waterloo (Dane). .........----.--..- Send te Columbus 
w we EE wididactibe bohm 2 
Wanupaca* (Waupaca) ........-.-..---- 

Wausau" ( nes esanee Ryan, Hurley & Jones 
West (Dougias).......... Winsor & Winser 
WYOMING. 

Basin ery, Re (Big ee Sia boaiehemncdtinns W. 8. Collins 

A eapahermmemamaten a <3 
¥ ( ~——{ paedbusedeccscccscovces . B. Bradley 
Uasper* : Ti A 
Douglas* (Converse).............-- Charles F. Maurer 
Evanston* (Uinta).............-..+s0+: J. H. Ryckman 
Lander* (Fremont) -....... E. H. Fourt 
Laramie* (Albany). ..........++-.«+---- N. E. Corthell 
Newcastle* (Weston)..........-----«s+-«+ Gri Bros 
Rawlins* (Carbon)............. Chatterton & Fishback 
Rock * (Sweetwater) ...G. W. Shutter-Cottrell 


Oana Luips '& MIEKS. Commercial litigation ‘* 
ections our specialty, and attended to 
= part of Wisconsim. Collections + AR 
ae care and ——— -_ me 
made. ons sten 
token before eere office. pe eh 
Teley ie h. aes ook crosspely ‘st et. 
e ic orders care an 
tended ut and taken coma pecs Be at- 


Refers Mercantile Adjuster of St. Louis, Mo., 
and Bradstreet Co. of Kansas C ity ¥ 





Se en ae ee 
PORTO RICO. 
SAN J 


AN. 
ODUIN & PETTENGILL (A. F. Odlin, N. B. K. Pet- 
tengill). Refer to amy bank in Orlando or 
Tampa, Fla 


CANADA. 


BRITISH COLUMBIA. 
Cranbrook (Kootenay)................-Send to Nelson 
Greenwood Ghectenty).. Fa cede n mee Send to — 
Navaimo ( Nanaimo) . rwood & oune 
Nelson (Kootenay)....... “Tavion & WANNINGTO 

Aberdeen Block, Baker st, |S. S. Ta ylor, 










The Shore Line Railway Co. 
Railway Co., &c. 
TT 


‘ers to 
Woodstock* ( 


NEW FOUNDLAND. 


NOVA SCOTIA. 





(Ocento) . - 
Refer te Citizens’ National Bask Gr Green Bay, Wis. 





Mon Canadian Pacific Railway Co., Dominion 
Express Co., Pullman Palace Car Corp., Alexander 
Gibson & Sons (Ltd), Guardian Assurance Co., 
New Brunswick 


N 9 Bank 
Refer to Bank of Nova Scotia and People’s Bank 
of Halifax. 


HALIFAX* (Halifax) 
Ritchie & Chisholm. Attorneys for Bank 


‘ova Scotia. 
wants HE HENRY & CAHAN. (Richard C. Weldon 
CL., Ph.D. QC., Goanea!; Pobt. B Harris, 
. C.; William A: H 
|. Cahan, L.L.B.) Le TR 
alifax. 





of the Merchants’ Bank of Halifax. 

ey Bay A tl aaah eee — to anne 

ew Ww Fraser, Jenniso 

laago Pigton n 

. Robinson 

'W aterloo) W.J. Millican 
Solicitor for Imperial Bank of Canada. 

Hamilton* mae sate aa bevcwdscoesd — - 


* (Fron 
Londlon (hMiddleses) - Tennent, McDonagh @C & Colerides 


Ottawa (Carleton) 
MacCRAKEN. HENDERSON & McGIVERIN. Barris- 
ters, Solicitors, ete. Sugeeme Court and De 
partmental Agents. Refer to Bank of Ottawa. 
pear & oD (a. ~~ LL.B. ; Hal- 

y st Barristers, solici 

eam ete. ote Bank of Ousea” 
Seaforth (H . 8. 
St. Catharines" ( tuaneaini hbapnowéasaes Collier & Burson 


w. i. TC Lek trad Bank Buildin, 
aemeid ee mene ts. Fea 
Manager Trusts Corp’n of Ontario, Tesentn ” 


LAIDLAW, KAPPELE & BICKNE Bank 
Bidg. Solicitors for Im me ye ey bey 


EDWARD MEEK, Mail — Cor. ay 8 . pee 
—- & Bony, R. 8. + sagrng 

Neville, A. 8. Boddy), 

& 20 King st. Weat. Barrisw rs, & oa, 


Wotaries Publi Commniesionere % for Ontario, 
and Manitoba; Canadian Solicitors for 
Publishers Commercial Union, New York & 
Chicago ; Merchants’ Legal N.Y.; 


R. W. Hannin .) Solicitors ts? re sank International Collestion Association, eetern 
of Canada, R. . Dun & Co., & otaries pu ews) rican Newspaper Pub 
a and mining law, ; and peed. law Association. 
New. Denver (Kootenay) .............- Send to Nelece Windsor* (Essex) ..........-...22-++2-+-- Ellis & Ellis 
N eatminster™ (Westminster)... ..Howa: Reid ° 
Revelstoke Kootendy) gncaane a to Nelson Shatieaeen on ~— es 
Rossland (Kootenay) . ..Sen elson Queens).......... .Fred W. L. Moore 
Sandon (Rectenay).-. -_ Send to Nelson | Sammerside* (Prince).................... John H. Bell 
Slocan City (Kootenay)..............-- Send to Nelson QUEBEC. 
a (Resteney). Bepapecesooe- ----- feat aes Danville ( Sentiene 
anoouver (Vancouver)...............--. allett | COBVINS (SRIP LON) ««. -- ~~ «~~ «~~ + =~ 000s ans 
Victoria* (Victoria)......Drake. Jackson & Helmcken Refers to TownshipsB’k at Richmond, Que. 


ye MARTIN HONAN, 12 





LE ree Fe) ple's Bank of Halifax, Quebec and Garand & 
Attorney at Law, Solicitor, Notary Public, ete. erroux, ers, Montreal; Henry H 
Portaga la we Quebec* Quebec Dist). <r dian, Padiens & Oinest 

Refer s to 2 Bank of Gein.’ 
wanes Oak Tupper, ‘Phippen & Tupper MEXICO. 
Fredericton | ~W cnpveeneeeng Wea cle Vonwar LF Fois AUSTIM, E, C E, Calle mane Gante, Num 9, P. 0. 
- ye ry sgscosnnj-g WELDON & MoLEAN ternational nd United ae agit] 


concessions. Ce! ons. 
Surety Bank, Banco Nacional and U.s. Consul. 


ENCLAND. 
LONDON 


(Middlesex) 
eee Burke a 7 New Square, Lincolns Inn 
& Mores Passage (opp. ee Cap Sey Ge Cage 


patent and mining law, examinations of = 
Refers to 


GA. Johns (St. Sohne) -.------------e-0-Kent & Howley | | FRANCE. 

NORTH meee TERRITORIES. LEOPOLD GOIRAND, French Solicitor. Avoue 
Calgary* (Alberta)...........<<--000++- . L. Bernard bunal Civil de la Seine 16 Place Vendome. 
Edmonton tA lbertah eben deecescacconcssecs .- 2 Bogiieh on coereegentenee Author of of Treatise 
Prince Albert (Saskatchewan) .. - James F. upon French ercantile LLaw. 

Regina (Assiniboia).............--+ Haultain & Robsos Sons, Londen, Publisher Publishers. 


JAPAN. 





(Lunenburg) ....----«+- 


Amherst* me ry por aR noe oo nagesons jt lees ro. 
Atnapolis Royal (Annapoi ae 4 to Lunen CeonGe fi. SCIDMORE, Counsellor as La’ 
anenburn “nd Fane @ eral practice. acorn al _ 


Patents and trade 
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RELIABLE ATTORNEYS. 


ILLINOIS. 


JOSIAH CRATTY, 


Attorney at Law, 


Floor 13 Security Bidg, CHICAGO. 
Cor. Madison Street and Fifth Avenue. 
es. and Commercial Law and Col- 
lections a Speciality. 
Depositions taken before ALICE MANNING, 
Notary Public, Room 188 Security Midg, 188 Madison st. 


wares COLLECTIONS wares 


vet THE CREDITORS’ AGENCY ‘exe 


i retype lacey OA courts. 

Depositions, 

Basie fused Winans Coane cs RO 
MISSISSIPPI. 

SCOTT & £. H. WOODS, 

Attorneys at Law, 

ROSEDALE, Bolivar Co. MISSISSIPPI. 


Refer to Memphis National Bank, Memphis, Tenn. ; 
Hanover National Bank, New York City, Supreme 
Court Judges of Mississippi 

NEW YORK. 


POWELL & CADY, 


Attorneys & Counselors, 
206 Broadway, NEW YORK. 




















CHA S. 














Practice in State and Federal Courts. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


WMfORDECAL & GADSDEN, 
Attorneys at Law, 
(T. Moultrie Mordecai. Philip H. Gadsden.) 
43-47 Broad Street, Charleston, S. C. 


‘PRACTICE IN THE STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS. 


Special attention given to Collections, Real 
Cerperation, Commercial and Insur- 











ance Law. 


to President or Cashier of any bank in Char! 
National } Park Bank of New York; Standard Ot) Com: 
of Louisville, Ky.; First National Charl 
Miller & Co., timore, or any well-known 
Agency in the United States. 


J. HERBERT SHEDD, A. M, C. E. 
Einginecring Expert, 


Col ection 





Upon all Hydraulic questions including flow and 
volume of Underground Water, Sewerage, Water 
Works, Land Drainage, the development and utiliza- 
tion of ‘Water Power, Municipal Problems, etc. En- 

eer of the noted Providence Water Works and 
vidence Sewerage. Court cases thoroughly Pre- 


P. 0. Address, Previdence, R. I. 


WANTED. 


A Reliable Representative in every County te 
Solicit Subscriptions. Liberal Terms offered 
the Right Parties. Address, 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 


<P. O.Box 411.) 29 Murray St., New York. 








Foreign Patents Procured. 


I act for attorneys only. 


Refer to leading Patent attorneys through- 
out the World. 


I have an associate in every foreign country. 
Blank forms for all Countries furnished. 


B. SINGER, 


PATENT ATTORN®Y, 
56 FIFTH AVENUE, CHICAGO, ILL. 








ilatrated tit of al andar 


245 Broadway, New York City. 
Telephone : 5389 Cortlandt. 





anadian 
Ilections. 


ATTORNEYS desiring to establish 
a connection bringing Canadian Collections 
and general business would do well to place 


their name iu the Legal Directory of Canada 
Law Journal (Established 1855) the organ of 


the Law Society, issued semi-monthly. The 
Journal reaches every lawyer in Canada, 
with very few exceptions. 


For terms and sample copy write 
CANADA LAW JOURNAL COMPANY, 


2 Teronte Street, Terente, Canada. 


[he latest work on Com- 
mercial Paper, including 














HUBERT E. 629 F St, 
salts Erpant ta Patent Mav 
patents write 

me. 
references. 











A BOOK FOR ALL NATIONAL BANKS 
AND THEIR ATTORNEYS. 


THE NATIONAL BANK ACT 


AND ITs 


JUDICIAL MEANING, WITH AN APPENDIX, 


Containing Official Instrucions and 


Rules Relating to the Formation and 
Management of National Banks, 
United States Bonds, and the 
Issue and Redemption of 


Coins and Currency. 
By ALBERT 8. BOLLES. 


The work contains nineteen chapters, which treat of 
the powers of the Comptroller, Organization, Conver 
sion, and Beginning of National Banking Associations, 
their Extension, Powers, Directors, Shareholders, In- 
crease and Reduction of Capital, Duties of Banks as 
Public Depositaries, Regulation concerning their Cir- 
culations, Interest, Criminal offenses, Preferences 
Dissolution and Receivership, Examination and Re 
ports, Taxation and other matters. All the cases which 
show the meaning of the National Bank Act are noticed, 
The work, therefore, is a complete exposition of Na- 
tional Banking Law to date. 


It contains 400 pages, Price, in cloth, 
$3.00; full law sheep, $3.50. 


STUMPF & STEU RER, Publishers, 


29 Murray Street, 





NEW YORK. 








| WANT LAW CLERK 


TO ACT AS MY AGENT. 


IF YOU WILL INFLUENCE YOUR OFFICE TRADE IN 
RIGB TYPE WRITING CARBON PAPERS, | WILL GIVE YOU GOOD COMMISSIONS. SEND FOR ILLUSTRATED 


CATALOGUE AND DISCOUNTS TO AGENTS FROM THESE PRICES. 


Type Writer Ribbons, any color or machine, - - 
Type Writer Carbon Paper, 8x10 to Sx14, - -« 


Guaranteed to give satisfaction. 


50c. ench. $5.00 per dozen, 
- 40c. per dozen. $2.75 per 100 


If not c+n be returned at my expense. 


HOWARD WHITFIELD, 46 CortiandiSt. IN.Y. City. Tlas'ted Catalogue for the asking. 





Negotiable Instruments, 
is Randolph's (Second 
Edition). It shows the 
latest statutes and the 
latest decisions,—some 
23,000 cited cases. 3 
vols. $18, delivered. 


WEST PUBLISHING CO., 
St. Paul, Minn. 
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Note Maturity 
and . 
Date Differential 
Tables. 


By Geo. D. 


The Note-Maturity Tables show, at & 
glance, the exact day of maturity (the last 
day of grace) of Notes dated any day in the 
year, whether the notes are made payable 
frem five days to one hundred days after 
date, or from one month to twelve months 
after date; giving also the changes when the 
Notes are dated, or mature, in Leap-Year. 
Perpetual. 

The Date-Differential Tables show the 
number of days from any date in the year to 
any other date in the year, the result in 
every case including both dates, as is banking 
custom. 


For Banks, Bankers and Business 
Men generally. 


Rise. 











Price, post-paid, $1.00. 





Address: THE AMERICAN BANKER 





29 Murray St., P.O. Box 411, New York 





